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SUMMARY

The site is currentlgdeveloped with two apartment buildings and a skfigieily residenceThe
project proposes construction of a&8rytowerwith up to 240 dwelling units. The following is a
summary of the significant impacts and mitigation measutdszased within this SEIR. The project
description and full discussion of impacts and mitigation measures can be fd&extion 2.0
Project DescriptiorandSection 3.0 Environmental Setting, Impaatsd Mitigation.

Significant Impacts Mitigation Measures

Air Quality
Impact AIR -1: Construction activities MM AIR -1.1: Prior to the issuance of any
associated with the proposed project would | demolition, grading and/or building permits
expose offsite receptors to cancer risk and | (whichever occurs earliest), the project

PM,.s emissionsn excess of BAAQMD applicant shall prepare and submit a
thresholds construction operations plan that includes

specifications of the equipment to be used

S | A d Proi L during construction to the Director of Plannin
[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Building and Code Enforcement or the

than Significant Impact with Mitigation Directoroés designee.

Incorporated)] accompanied by a letter signed by an air iqua
specialist, verifying that the equipment includ
in the plan meets the standards set forth beld

1 For all construction equipment larger thar|
25 horsepower used at the site for more t
two continuous days or 20 hours totae
equipment that meet U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) Tier 4 emission
standards.

1 If Tier 4 equipment is not availadlall
construction all construction equipment
larger than 25 horsepower used at the sit
for more than two continuous days or 20
hours total shall use equipment that meet
U.S. EPA emission standards for Tier 3
engines and include particulate matter
emissons control equivalent to CARB
Level 3 verifiable diesel emission control
devices that altogether achieve a 94 perc
reduction in diesel particulate matter
emissions.

1 Cranes and portable equipment (e.g.,
welders and air compressors) shall be
electrified.Additionally, line power shall be
provided to the site during the early phasg
of construction to minimize the use of
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dieselpowered stationary equipment, suc
as generators, air compressors, and weld

Cumulative

Air Quality

Impact AIR(C) -1: The cancer risk and
maximum annual Pk concentration would
exceed BAAQMD® threshold for cumulative
sources.

[LessImpact than Approved Project with
Mitigation (Significant Unavoidable
Cumulative Impact)]

Same as Mitigation AIRL.1.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Impact HAZ -1: A portion of the site may havg
been occupiebly a brewery cellar processing
area and kiln and a potential oil heating tank
may have been present at the adjacent prope
near the 475 South Fourth Street boundary.
Construction activities associated with the
proposed project could potentially expose
congruction workers and/or nearby residents
soil, soil vapor, and groundwater contaminati

[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less
than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)]

MM HAZ -1.1: A Site Management Plan
(SMP) shall be prepared by a gtied
environmental professional prior to the issuar
of a grading permit to reduce or eliminate
exposure risk to human health and the
environment, specifically, potential risks
associated with the presence of contaminate
soils, soil vapor, and/or groundter.

At a minimum, the SMP shall include the
following:

1 Stockpile management including dust
control, sampling, stormwater pollution
prevention and the installation Bést
Management PracticeBKIPS)

Proper disposal procedures of contamina
materials

Monitoring, reporting, and regulatory
oversight notificatios

A health and safety plan for each contrac
working at the site that addresses the saf
and health hazards of each phase of site
operations with the requirements and
procedures for employee protection

The health and safety plan will also outlin
proper soil and or groundwater handling
procedures and health and safety
requirements to minimize worker and pub
exposure to contaminated soil/and or
groundwater during construction.

The SMP shall be provided to the Supervisin
Environmental Planner of theity of San José
Department oPlanning, Building and Code
Enforcement and the Environmental
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Compliance Officer i
Environmental Services Department.

Noise

Impact NOI-1: Existing noisesensitive land
uses would bexposed to construction noise
|l evel s in excess of
period of more than one year.

[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less
than Significant Impact)]

MM NOI -1.1: Prior to the issuance of any
grading or demolition permits, the project
applicant shall submit and implement a
construction noise logistics plan that specifies
hours of construction, noise and vibration
minimization measures, posting and notificati
of construction schedules, equipment to be
used, and designation of a noise disturbance
coordinator to the Director of Planning,
Building and Code En
Designee. The noise disturbance coordinator
shall respond to neighborhood complaints an
shall be in place prior to the start of
construction and implemented during
construction to reduce noise impacts on
neighboring residents and other uses. A
telephone number for the disturbance
coordinator shall be conspicuously posted at
constructiorsite. The notice sent to neighbors
regarding the construction schedule shall be
included in the posted sign.

As a part of the noise logistic plan and projec
construction activities for the proposed projed
shall include, but is not limited to, the li@ving
best management practices:

1 In accordance with Policy EC.7 of the
Citydéds Gener al Pl ar
available noise suppression devices and
techniques during construction activities.

1 Construction activitieshall be limited to
the hours betwee7:00 AM and 7:00 PM,
Monday through Friday, unless permissio
is granted with a development permit or
other planning approval. No construction
activities are permitted on the weekends
sites within 500 feet of a residence (San
José Municipal Code Secti 20.100.450).

1 Construct temporargoise barriers, where
feasible, around the perimeter of the
construction site. The temporary noise
barrier fences provide noise reduction if tf
noise barrier interrupts the lirad-sight
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between the noise source andeiger and if
the barrier is constructed in a mantieat

eliminates any cracks or gaps.

Equipall internal combustion engirdriven
equipment with mufflers, which are in gog
condition and appropriate for the
equipment.

Strictly prohibit unnecessary idlgof
internal combustion engines.

Locatestationary nois@enerating
equipment such as air compressors or
portable power generators as far as poss
from sensitive receptors. Construct
temporary noise barriers to screen statior|
noisegenerating equipent when located
near adjoining sensitive land uses.

Usebqui etd model s of
other stationary noise sources where
technology exists.

Constructiorstaging areas shall be
established at locations that would create
the greatest distance bet@n the
constructionrelated noise source and nois
sensitive receptors closest to the site duri
all project construction.

If necessary, erect a temporary noise con
blanket along building facades facing the
construction sites.

Locate material stockles, as well as
maintenance/equipment staging and park
areas, as far as feasible from residential
receptors.

Control noi se from
radios to a point where they are not audib
at existing residences bordering the proje
site.

Theproject applicant shall prepare a
detailed construction schedule for major
noisegenerating construction activities. T
construction plan shall identify a procedut
for coordination with adjacent residential
land uses so that construction activitias ¢
be scheduled to minimize noise disturban

Notify all adjacent businesses, residence;
and other noissensitive land uses of the
construction schedule, in writing, and
provide a written g
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Impact NOI-2: Project construction would
generate vibration levels exceeding the Gene
Plan threshold of 0.08 in/sec PPV or more at
historic buildings within 50 feet of the project
site.

[Same as Approved Project (Less Than
Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)]

construction activities to the adjacent lang
uses and nearby residences.

1 Designatea "disturbance coordinator" whg
shall be responsible for responding to any
complaints about construction noise. The
disturbance coordinator shall determine tl
cause of the noise complaint (e.g., bad
muffler, etc.) ad require that reasonable
measures be implemented to correct the
problem. Conspicuously post a telephone
number for the disturbance coordinator at
the construction site and include it in the
notice sent to neighbors regarding the
construction schedule.

MM NOI -2.1: Prior to commencement of any
construction activities, including any ground
disturbing activities, a qualified historic
architect shall undertake an existing visual
conditions study of the nearby historic resour|
within 50 feet of the projecits. The purpose o
the study would be to establish the baseline
conditions of the buildings prior to constructid
The documentation shall take the form of
detailed written descriptions and visual
illustrations and/or photos, including those
physical chaacteristics of the resource that
conveys its historic significance. The
documentation shall be submitted, reviewed
approved by Director of Planning, Building ar
Code Enforcement or
the City of San Jos®
Officer or equivalent.

MM NOI -2.2: Prior to commencement of any
construction activities, including any ground
disturbing activities, the project applicant shal
prepare and implement a Historical Resource
Protection Plan (HRRP) that provides measu
andprocedures to protect nearby historic
resourcegwithin 50 feet of the project site)
from direct or indirect impacts during
construction activities (i.e., due to damage frg
operation of construction equipment, staging
and material storage).

The Mark Residential Project
City of San José

vii

Draft SupplementdtIR
April 2021



The HRRP shabe prepared by a qualified
Historic Architect and reviewed and approve(
by the Historic Preservation Officer
equivalentof the City of San José Departmen
of Planning, Building and Codenforcement
prior todemolition andPublic Works clearance
including any groundlisturbing work.The
project applicant shall ensure the constructio
contractor follows the HRRP while working
near these historic resources. At a minimum,
plan shall include:

1 Guidelinesfor operation of construction
equipment adjaceno historical resources;

1 Requirements for monitoring and
documenting compliance with the plan; af

1 Education/training of construction workers
about the significance of the historical
resources around which they would be
working.

MM NOI-2.3: The Historic Architect shall
establish a AMonitor
least one qualified Historic Architect and one
structural engineer for the duration of the site
monitoring process. During the demolition an
construction phases, the Monitoring Treahall
make periodic site visits to monitor the
condition of the property, including monitoring
of any instruments such as crack gauges, if
necessary, or reviewing vibration monitoring
required by other construction monitoring
processes required undertbe t y 6 s p ¢
processedn addition, the Monitoring Team
shall prepare a site visit report documenting ¢
site visits. The Monitoring Team shall submit
the site visit repor
Historic Preservation Officer on a quarterly
basis(no later than one week after each
reporting periodl The Director of Planning,
Building and Code Enforcement or the

Di rect or amltheHissoiicg n e e
Preservation Officer of the City of San José
Department of Planning, Building and Code
Enforcement marequest any atitional
number of site visits at their discretion.

If, in the opinion of the Monitoring Team,
substantial adverse impacts related to
construction activities are found during
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construction, a representative of the Monitori
Team shall infom the project applicant (or the
applicantds designat
responsible for construction activities), the
Director of Planning, Building and Code
Enforcement or t laedthD
Historic Preservation Officer of the potential
impactsimmediately The project applicant
shall i mpl ement the
recommendations for corrective measures,
including halting construction in situations
where construction activities would imminent
endanger historic resources. In the event of
damage to a nearby historic resource during
construction, the project applicant shall ensu
that repair work is performed in compliance
with the Secretary o
for the Treatment of Historic Properties and
shall restore the charactéefining features in a
manner that does not
historic status. The Monitoring Report shall a
include, but is not limited to, the following:

1 Summary of the demolition and
construction progress;

1 Identification of substantial adverse impa
related to construction activities;

1 Problems and potential impacts to the
historical resources and adjacent building
during construction activities;

1 Reconmendations to avoid any potential
impacts;

1 Actions taken by the project applicant in
response to the problem;

1 Progress and the level of success in mee
the applicabl e SecH
Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties fothe project as noted above f
the charactedefining features, and in
preserving the charactdefining features o
nearby historic properties; and

1 Inclusion of photographs to explain and
illustrate progress.

1 In addition, the Monitoring Team shall
submt a final document associated with
monitoring and repairs after completion o
the construction activities to the Director (
Planning, Building and Code Enforcemen
or the Director 6s (
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Preservation Officer of the City of San Jo
Department of Planning, Building and Coc
Enforcement prior to the issuance of any
Certificate of Occupancy (temporary o
final).

Cumulative Noise
Impact NOI(C)-1: Considering the size, Same as MitigatioNOI-1.1.
construction equipment to be used, location,
construction timefame of bottthe proposed
projectand the South Fourth Street Mixélide
project(i.e., assuming construction of both
projects would overlap), the receptors within
the immediate vicinity could be exposed to a
significant cumulative construction noise
impact

[Less Than Significantimpact (Less Than
Significant Cumulative Impact)]

Impact NOI (C)-2: Overlapping project Same as MitigatioNOI-2.1to NOI-2.3.
schedules with the adjacent South Fourth St
Mixed-Use development could result in a
cumulative vibration impact.

[Samelmpact as Approved Project(Less
Than Significant Cumulative Impact)]

Summary of Alternatives to the Proposed Project

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that an EIR identify alternatives to the
project as proposed. The CEQA Guidelines state that an EIR must identify alternatives that would
feasibly attain the most basic objectives of the projectaboid or substantially lessen significant
environmental effects, or further reduce impacts that are considered less than significant with the
incorporation of mitigation. A summary of project alternatives follows. A full analysis of project
alternativess provided irSection 7.0 Alternatives

Location Alternative

It is reasonable to assume that there are other sites available within the downtown area that could be
redeveloped to support the proposed residential development. As there are historiguildin
throughout the downtown, it is unlikely that a new location would avoid impacts to historic

buildings. All constructiofrelated impacts would remain the same if sensitive receptors were located
within 1,000 feet of the sit@his alternative was not ceilered further because thie lack of

available land to support the proposed project within the downtowrirereaould avoid the

construction impacts.
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No-Projecti No Development Alternative

The No Project No Development Alternative would retaime existingapartment buildings and
singlefamily residences is If the project site were to remain as is, the significant impacts of the
project would not occur.

It is possible that in the future an alternative developrmpeyosal such as anothergiglential
building or a mixeelise buildingmay be presented for the project site. Any futleeelopment
proposals for the site would require review and approval by the City of San José.

Reduced Development Alternative

Under this alternative, one levefl belowgrade and two levels of abogeadeparkingare proposed.

The remaining floors (floors three to six) would consist of 44 dwelling units, a reduction of 196 units
when compared to the proposed project. With this reduction in height, it is reastivatihe project
would be constructed in a shorter timefraimeregard to impacts to historic resources, the reduced
height would comply with more elements of 2@04Historic Guidelines an@019 Design

Guidelinesand Standard$n addition, consisterwith the proposed project, the Reduced

Development Alternative would not impact the integrity of the adjacent historic resolilicather
impacts would be the same as the proposed project with all identified mitigation measures and
Standard Permit Congbns.

Areas of Public Controversy
Areas of public concern include:
1 Impacts to adjacent historic structures

1 Building height and setbacks
1 Parking

The Mark Residential Project Xi Draft SupplementdtIR
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SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION

11 PURPOSE OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT

The City of San Joséas the Lead Agency, has prepared this [BafiplementaEnvironmental
Impact Report$EIR) for theMark Residential Projeah compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines

As described in CEQA Guideks Section 15121(a), an EIR is an informational document that
assesses potential environmental impacts of a proposed project, as well as identifies mitigation
measures and alternatives to the proposed project that could reduce or avoel exviensmetal
impacts (CEQA Guidelines 15121 (afys the CEQA Lad Agency for this projecthe City of San
Josés required to consider the information in the EIR along with any other available information in
decidingwhether to approve thegect The basic requéments for an EIR include discussions of

the environmental settingignificantenvironmental impactsicluding growthinducing impacts
cumulative impactgnitigation measures, aradternaties It is not the intent of an EIR to

recommend eitheapproval or denial of a project

This SEIR tiers from the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR because the project was included in the
overall development that was analyzed for that document at a program level. An SEIR is required for
this project because projespecific information was not available at the time the Downtown

Strategy 2040 FEIR was prepared. An Initial Study prepared for the proposed project (see
AppendixA) identified significant impacts to cultural resources. Thus, this SEIR to the Downtown
Straegy 2040 FEIR has been prepared to address this potential new significant impact. The SEIR
evaluation process is the same as the SEIR process as outlined below.

1.2 SEIR PROCESS

1.21 Notice of Preparation and Scoping

In accordance with Section 15082 of the CEQ4idelinesthe City of San Jogérepared a Notice of
Preparation (NOP) for thiSEIR. The NOP was circulated to locatate, and federal agencies on
August 31, 2020 to September 30, 20P0e standard 3@ay comment period concluded on
September 30, 2020he NOP provided a general description of the proposed project and identified
possible environmental impacts that could result from implementation of the pigjedCity of San
Joséalso held a public scoping meeting 8eptember 17, 2020 discuss theroject and solicit

public input as to the scope and contents of $&iR. The meeting was helda Zoom Webinar.
Appendix| of this SEIR includes the NOP and comments received on the. NOP

1.2.2 Draft SEIR Public Review and Comment Period

Publication of this DrafSEIR will mark the beginning of a 48ay public reviewperiod During this
period, the DrafBEIR will be available tdhe public andocal, state, and federal agendiesreview
and commentNotice oftheavailability and completion of thiBraft SEIR will be sent directly to
every agency, person, and organization that commented on theaN@# Il as the Office of
Planning and ReseardWritten comments concerning the environmental review contained in this
Draft SEIR during the 4&lay public review period should be sent to:

The Mark Residential Project 1 1st Administrative DraftSEIR
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Maira Blancg Environmental Project Manager
Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
200 East Santa Clara Street,Hoor Tower, San José, CA 95113
Email: Maira.Blanco@sanjoseca.gov

1.3 FINAL SEIR/RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Following the conclusion of thé5-day public review periodthe Citywill prepare a FinaBEIR in
conformance with CEQA Guidelines Section 151B2e FinalSEIR will consig of:

1 Revisions to the Draft EIR text, as necessary;
1 List of individuals and agencies commenting on thafC5EIR;

1 Responses to comments received on tteEtBEIR, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines
(Section 15088)

1 Copies of letters recedd on the Eaft SEIR.

Section 15091 (a) of the CEQA Guidelines stipulates that no public agency shall approve or carry out
a project for which an EIR has been certified which identifies one or more significant environmental
effects of the projeainless the public agency make®ar more written findingsf the leadagency
approves a project despite it resulting in significant adverse environmental impacts that cannot be
mitigated to a less than significant level, the agency must state theséaisivs action in writing

This Statement of Overriding Considerations must be included in the record of project approval.

1.3.1 Notice of Determination

If the project is approvethe City of San Joséill file a Notice of Determination (NOD), which will
beavail able for public inspection and posted wit
and Santa Clara County CleRecorder online databaaad available for public inspectidor 30

days The filing of the NOD starts a 3@ay statute of limétions on court challenges to the approval

under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section 15094(q))
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SECTION 2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Since circulation of the NQRhe applicant has modified the original project design by proviaing

greater setback at the réar greater ompliancewi t h t he City of San Jos®6s
Guidelines In addition, the project now proposes three additional stories and 18 additional units

when compared to th@oject outlined in the NQP

2.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The approximately 0.48cre site is comprised of two parcé¥’Ns 46747-057and-092)located at
459, 465469, and 475 &ithFourth Streein downtown San Jos&he project site is developed with
16 dwelling units comprised of two apartment buildiags a singldamily residence (totaling
16,883 square feetyehicular access to the project site is currently providetwoadriveways

along South Fourth Stred®efer to Figures 2:1 to 2.13 for the Regional, Vicinity, and Aerial
Maps.

2.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

As proposed, the project would demolish the all three residential building®astiuct £3-story
towerwith up to240dwelling wnits (refer to Figures 2:2 and2.2-2). The building would have a
maximum height o&pproximately274feetto the top of the structusgith a floor area ratio (FAR) of
18.0

Amenity space for residents is proposed orthirel floor andon the roof.Proposed amenitiem the
third floor wouldinclude fitnesspae, study lounges/roomandthreecourtyardsThe project
proposes a@eck and lounge on the ro@éfer to Figure 2.3).

The intent of the building is to provide student housing for San José State University (SJSU). The
240dwelling units would have a total @50beds.By law there cannot, however, be restrictions on

who may occupy the building. As such, the building may be rented by unit or by bed. The analysis in
thisdocumentssumes standard occupancy for higk aparnents.The development shall comply

with all applicable Fair Housing laws, regulations, and requiremBefsr to Figure 22 for a

typical residential floor plan.

2.2.1 Site Access, Parking and Circulation

As proposed, the project proposes to remove altiegigiriveways and construct o26-foot wide

City standard drivewagn South Fourth Street which would provide access to the parking garage
inside the buildingThe South Fourth Street driveway would allow right in/right out movements
only. The garage er@ince gate would be a minimum of 50 feet behind the back of sidewalk to
minimize vehicle queuing on the public sidewalk. Parking would be accommodated in-aigfple
stacker spanning from the basement to the second floor which would provide up toi8§ park
spacesThe proposed project would be required to provide a total of 19&reft parking spaces.
The City will allow the project to supplement its proposeesiva@ parking with offsite parking to
meet itsrequired 192 offstreet parkingequirementThe project proposes up to 172 parking spaces
off-site within the garage located at 88 East San Fernando Sineqtroject propose0 bicycle
parking spaces.
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Additionally, the project proposes two loading spaces within the ground floor of the parking garage
consi stent wstreehloadimgetan@ards. Y ige soading docks will be located at the end of
the garage drive aisle.

2.2.2 Mechanical Equipment

Basal on the project plan set, a fire pump room, electrical room, and a water utility and storm water
treatment room would be located in the basement. Transformer and trash collection rooms are
proposed the ground floor and the electrical, boiler, and genecatms are proposed on the lower

roof. Refer to Figures 2-2, 22-3, and 2.2 for the locations of the mechanical equipment.

2.2.3 Green Building Measures

The proposed project would be required to be built in accordance to the California Building Code
(CALGreen), which includes design provisions intended to minimize wasteful energy consumption.
The project would be designed and constructed in compliance with City of San José Council Policy
6-32 and the Cityds Green Building Ordinance.

224 Transportation DemandManagement Program

The applicant proposes the following measures as part of the transportation demand management
(TDM) program for the proposed projéct

1 Public Information Elements
1 Unbundled Parking

2.25 Construction

Construction of the proposed projesteistimated to begin fune2021 for a period 024 months.

2.2.6 Envision San José 2040 General Plan and Zoning Designation

The site is designated Downtown under tGQGGe Cityo
I CommercialGeneral The Downtown degnation includes office, retail, service, residential, and
entertainment uses in the Downtown. All developments within this designation should enhance the
Aficompl ete communityo in downtown, support pedes
ridership. Residential development within the Downtown designation should incorporate ground

floor commercial uses. Under this designation, projects can have a maximum FAR of 30.0 and up to

800 dwelling units per acre.

The CG zoning district is intended $erve the needs of tgeneralpopulation. This district allows
for a full range of retail andommercialuses with a local or regional market. Development is
expected to be amccommodating and includes largemmerciakenters as well as regional
madls.

1 Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Ifhe Mark Residential Tower Transportation Demand Management
Plan. October 282020.
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Since the projegbroposes deck and lounge on the roof and is located within 150 feet of

residentially zoned property, the project would require a Special Use Permit (r8&stian

20.40.520 Outdoor uses within 150 feet of residentially zoned prapdrty t he Ci t yd6s Muni c
Code).

2.3 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15124 SBER must identify the objectives sought by the
proposed project. The stated objectives of the project proponent are to:

1. Providea project that meetbe strategies and goals of the Envis&am Jos€040 General
Plan and Downtown Strate@p40Planof locating high density development on infill sites
along transit corridors to foster transit use and the efficiency of urban services and,
strengthen domtown as a regional job, entertainment, and cultural destination and as the
symbolic heart oBan JoséSpecifically, providéhigh density, highrise housing in the
downtownarea in excess of 300 units per acre thatessible to downtown jobs, retaiica
entertainment and various modes of public transit

2. Support the growth strategies by increasing the housing base in the downtown in order to
reduce the overall amount of vehicle miles traveled by placing housing in proximity to jobs.

3. Advance the pring a | of ASmart dowedensity dousguith suefgte a c i n g
parkingwith a new towethat will provide housing units in the Focused Growth area of
downtown.

4. Create a high quality, well designed, higénsity, highrise residential development pect
in the downtown focus area to further than Jos2040 General Plan goal of creating a
central identity forSan José@s well as adding a sense of permanency and stature to the
downtown skyline.

5. Construct a higldensitydevelopment that is marketal@ad produces a reasonable return on
investment for the Project Sponsor and its investors and is able to attract investment capital
and construction financing.

6. Provide bicycle parking for residents to help support the goals of the EnSaiodos2040
General Plan in promotin§an Jos@s a great bicycling community.

2.4 USES OF THESEIR

This SEIR is intended to provide the City of San José, other public agencies, and the general public
with the relevant environmental information needed in considering tdp®ged project. The City of

San José anticipates that discretionary approvals by the City, including but not limited to the
following, will be required to implement the project addressed inSBIR:

1 Tentative Map 1 Special Use Permit
1 Demolition Permit Grading, and 1 Department of Public Works
Building Permits) Clearances
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9 Site Development Permit
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SECTION 3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND
MITIGATION

The Initial Study (Appendix A) of this document discusses impsdsciated with the following
resource areas:

Aesthetics Population and Housing
Agricultural and Forestry Resources Public Services
Biological Resources Recreation

Energy Transportation

Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities and Service Systems
Wildfire

Mandatory Findings

Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources

E R E E E E
=A== =-0-4-0=

This section presents the impact discussions related to the following environsubiealts in their
respective subsections:

3.1  Air Quality

3.2 Cultural Resources

3.3 Hazards and Hazardous Materials
3.4 Noise

The Initial Study prepared for the proposed project identified significant impactsouaedity,
cultural resources, hazards and hazardous materials, and noise. Therefore, the air quality, cultural
resources, hazards and hazardous materials, and noise sections are analyzed in detail in this SEIR.

The discussion for each environmental subjedudes the following subsections:

Environmental Setting T This subsection 1) provides a brief overview of relevant plans, policies,
and regulations that compose the regulatory framework for the project and 2) describes the existing,
physical environmeal conditions at the project site and in the surrounding area, as relevant.

Impact Discussioni This subsection includes the recommended checklist questions from Appendix
G of the CEQA Guidelines to assess impacts.

1 Project Impactsi Thissubsecti on di scusses the projectos
subject as related to the checklist questions. For significant impacts, feasible mitigation
measures are identified. AMitigation measur e
eliminate asignificant impact (CEQA Guidelines Section 15370). Each impact is numbered
to correspond to the checklist question being answered. For example, ImpactaBswers
the first checklist question in the Biological Resources section. Mitigation measuedsoare
numbered to correspond to the impact they address. For example, M. Bréfers to the
third mitigation measure for the first impact in the Biological Resources section.
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1 Impact Conclusionsi Because the analysis in this SEIR tiers from the DowntStretegy
2040 FEIR, the level of impact in the project specific analysis is presented as it relates to the
findings of the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEI R.
|l mpact as Approved Proj ect /oectlesvelimpdetavas Si gni f i
found to be less than significant consistent with the finding in the Downtown Strategy 2040
FEIR.

1 Cumulative Impactsi Thi s subsection discusses the proj
environmental subject. Cumulative impacts, as defined by CEQA, refer to two or more
individual effects, which when combined, compound or increase other environmental
impacts. Cumulative impé&s may result from individually minor, but collectively significant
effects taking place over a period of time. CEQA Guideline Section 15130 states that an EIR

should discuss cumul ative i mpacts fAwhen the
conside abl e. 0 The discussion does not need to b
i mpacts, but is to be Aguided by the standar

purpose of the cumulative analysis is to allow decision makers to bettestamdkethe
impacts that might result from approval of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
projects, in conjunction with the proposed project addressed iSHlis

The CEQA Guidelines advise that a discussion of cumulative impacts shoudd betle

their severity and the likelihood of their occurrence (CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b)). To
accomplish these two objectives, the analysis should include either a list of past, present, and
probable future projects or a summary of projections faoradopted general plan or similar
document (CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b)(1)). Br#R uses the list of projects

approach.

Theanal ysis must determine whether the projec
significant impact is cumulatively considdale, as defined by CEQA Guideline Section

15065(a)(3). The cumulative impacts discussion for each environmental issue accordingly
addresses the following issues: 1) would the effects of all of past, present, and probable

future (pending) development ressin a significant cumulative impact on the resource in

guestion; and, if that cumulative impact is likely to be significant, 2) would the contribution

from the proposed project to that significant cumulative impact be cumulatively

considerable?

Table 3.01 provides aummaryof the approved but not yet constructed/occupied and
pending projects within O-hile radius of the project site.

Table 3.01: List of Projects Within Half -Mile Radius of the Project Site

Project Name Location Description

Approved But Not Yet Constructedand/or Occupied

Construction of up to 781 residential un
with approximately 20,000 square feet ¢
ground floor retail in two high rise tower

70 South Almaden

Greyhound Residential Boulevard

Construction of a 24tory mixeduse
building with approximately 214,000
square feet of office, 13,402 square fee
ground floor retail, 60,000 square feet o

Museum Place 180 ParkAvenue
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Table 3.01: List of Projects Within Half -Mile Radius of the Project Site

Project Name

Location

Description

museum space, 184 hotel rooms, and 3
residential units.

200 Park Avenue Office

200 Pak Avenue

Construction of an approximately
1,055,000 square foot office building wi
840,000 square feet of office space, an
229,200 square feet of abegeade
parking.

Spartan Keyes Senior
Housing

295 East Virginia Street

Construction of a skstory kelow market
rate senior housing with 301 studio unit

Gateway Tower

455 South First Street

Construction of a 25tory building with
up to 308 residential units and
approximately 8,000 square feet of
ground floor retail.

Aura

180 Balbach Street

Constructon of a fourstory building with
up to 101 residential units.

San Pedro Square

195 West Julian Street

Construction of up to 381 muitamily
residential units.

Second Street Hotel

605 South Second Stree

Construction of a sevestory hotel with
106guest rooms.

CityView Plaza

Northeast corner of
Almaden Boulevard/Park
Avenue intersection.

Construction of three new 19ory office
buildings (totaling 3,574,533 of leasable
office space) with 65,500 square feet of
ground floor retail.

Tribute Hotel

211 South First Street

Construction of a 24tory, 279 room
hotel integrated into a historic building.

Notre Dame High Schoo
Planned Development
Rezoning

596 SDuth SecondStreet

Construction of a threstory,
approximately29,00@square foot
building for an existing private school
(Notre Dame High School) and associat
site improvements.

Pending

Block 8 Office

285 South Market Street

Construction of up to a 26tory
commercial building with approximately
16,500square feet of commercial retail
and approximately 628,000 square feet
commercial office.

Garden Gate Tower

600 South First Street

Construction of 27-story, mixed-use
building witheither 1)up to 290
residential units and approximately 5,00
squarefeet of nonresidential uses
comprised of up to five condominium
spaces or 23o0-Living facility with up to
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Table 3.01: List of Projects Within Half -Mile Radius of the Project Site

Project Name Location Description

793bedrooms, approximately 5,422
square feet of neresidential uses
comprised of up téive condominium
spaces

Construct of a sbkstory mixeduse
building with 130 residential units and
approximately 5,000 square feet of
commercial space.

South Market MixedJse | 477 SouthMarket Street

Northwest corner of Construction of two 1&tory towers for a
South Almaden Office | Almaden Boulevard/Woz combined total of 1.7 million square fee

Way intersection of office.

Southeast corner of Construction of an eigkdgtory building
Balbach Affordable Balbach Street/South with 87 residential units.
Housing Almaden Boulevard

intersection

For each environmental issue, cumulative impacts may occur within different geographic
areas. For example, the project effects on air quality would combine with the effects of
projects inthe entire air basin, whereas noise impacts would primarily be localized to the
surrounding area.
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3.1 AIR QUALITY

The following discussion is based on an Air Quality Assessment prepatiiddworth & Rodkinin
November2020. A copy of this report is included as Apperliaf the SEIR

311 Environmental Setting

3.1.1.1 Background Information
Criteria Pollutants

Air quality in the Bay Area is assessetativeto six common air pollutants (referred to as criteria
pollutants), including grountevel ozone (@), nitrogen oxides (NQ), particulate matter (PM),

carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (3Cand lead.Criteria pollutants are regulated because they
result in health effects. An overview of the sources of criteria pollutants and their associated health
are summarized ifiable3.1-1. The most commonly regulated criteria pollutants in the Bay Area are
discussed further below.

Table 3.1-1: Health Effects of Air Pollutants
Pollutants Sources Primary Effects
1 Aggravation of respiratory and

Ozone (@) Atmospheric reaction of organic gase cardiovascular diseases

with nitrogen oxides in sunlight T Irritation of eyes

7 Cardiopulmonary function impairmen
Nitrogen Motor vehicle exhaust, high . 1 Aggravation of respiratory iliness
e temperature stationary combias, .

Dioxide (NQ) . . 1 Reduced visibility

atmospheric reactions
Fine 1 Reduced lung function, especially in
Particulate Stationary combustion of solid fuels, children
Matter (PMs) | construction activitiedndustrial 1 Aggravation of respiratory and
and Coarse | processes, atmospheric chemical cardiorespiratory diseases
Particulate reactions 1 Increased cough and chest discomfo
Matter (PMo) 1 Reduced visibility

o Cars an_d truks., especially diesel 1 Cancer
Toxic Air fueled; industrial sources, such as . L
. ] 1 Chronic eye, lung, or skiinritation

Contaminants | chrome platers; dry cleaners and serv N loaical and ducti
(TACs) stations; building materials and T d'eurg ogical and reproductive

products isorders

High Oz levels are caused by the cumulative emissions of reactive organic gases (ROG).and NO
These precursor pollutants react under certain meteorological conditions to forms hegk|&

Controlling the emissions of these precursor pollutants is the focuhhcd Bay Areads atte

2 The area has attained both state and federal ambient air quality standards for CO. The project does not include
substantial nevemissions of sulfur dioxide or lead. These criteria pollutants are not discussed further.
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reduce Qlevels. The highest evels in the Bay Area occur in the eastern and southern inland
valleys that are downwind of air pollutant sources.

PM is a problematic air pollutant of the Bay Area. PM is assessed and noeasi@rens of
respirable particulate matter or particles that have a diameter of 10 micrometers or lgsaiiBM
fine particulate matter where particles have a diameter of 2.5 micrometers or less Eé&Vated
concentrations of PMand PM s are theresult of both regiofwide emissions and localized
emissions.

Toxic Air Contaminants

TACs are a broad class of compounds known to have health effects. They include but are not limited
to criteria pollutants. TACs are found in ambient air, especiallybian areas, and are caused by
industry, agriculture, diesel fuel combustion, and commercial operations (e.g., dry cleaners). TACs
are typically found in low concentrations, even near their source (e.g., diesel particulate matter
[DPM] near a freeway).

Diesel exhaust is the predominant TAC in urban air and is estimated to represent aboutthess

of the cancer risk from TACs. Diesel exhaust is a complex mixture of gases, vapors, and fine
particles. Mediumand heawyduty diesel trucks represent thellbof DPM emissions from

California highways. The majority of DPM is small enough to be inhaled into the lungs. Most

inhaled patrticles are subsequently exhaled, but some deposit on the lung surface or are deposited in
the deepest regions of the lungs (trassceptible to injury) Chemicals in diesel exhaust, such as
benzene and formaldehyde, have been previously identified as TACs by the California Air Resources
Board (CARB).

3.1.1.2 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State
Clean Air Act

At the federal level, th United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is responsible for
overseeing implementation of the Clean Air Act and its subsequent amendments. The federal Clean
Air Act requires the EPA to set national ambient air quality standards for the sixaroaniteria

pollutants (discussed previously), including PM, OO, SQ, NG, and lead.

CARB is the state agency that regulates mobile sources throughout the state and oversees
implementation of the state air quality laws and regulations, includingatifer@ia Clean Air Act.

The EPA and the CARB have adopted ambient air quality standards establishing permissible levels
of these pollutants to protect public health and the climate. Violations of ambient air quality
standards are based on air pollutanhitoring data and are determined for each air pollutant.
Attainment status for a pollutant means that a given air district meets the standard set by the EPA
and/or CARB.

SCalifornia Air Resources Board. fOvervi ew: Di esel E x h a
https://www.arb.ca.gov/research/diesel/digsedhlth.htm
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Risk Reduction Plan

To address the issue of diesel emissions istidite CARB developed the Risk Reduction Plan to
Reduce Particulate Matter Emissions from Didagtled Engines and Vehiclés.addition to
requiring more stringent emission standards for newwoad and offroad mobile sources and
stationary diesefueled engines to reduce particulate matter emissions by 90 percent, the plan
involves application of emission control strategies to existing diesel vehicles and equipment to
reduce DPM (in additional to other hahnts). Implementation of this plan, in conjunction with
stringent federal and CARBdopted emission limits for diesel fueled vehicles and equipment
(including off-road equipment), will significantly reduce emissions of DPM ang.NO

Regional

2017 ClearAir Plan

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is the agency primarily responsible for

assuring that the federal and state ambient air quality standards are maintained in the San Francisco

Bay Area. Regional air quality management distristeh as BAAQMD, must prepare air quality

pl ans specifying how state and feder al air qual

adopted plan is the Bay Area 2017 Clean Air Plan (2017 CAP). The 2017 CAP focuses on two
related BAAQMD goals: protging public health and protecting the climate. To protect public

health, the 2017 CAP describes how BAAQMD will continue its progress toward attaining state and
federal air quality standards and eliminating health risk disparities from exposure tdwiompol

among Bay Area communities. To protect the climate, the 2017 CAP includes control measures
designed to reduce emissions of methane and othergrgmrhouse gases (GHGSs) that are potent
climate pollutants in the neé&rm, and to decrease emissiofsarbon dioxide by reducing fossil

fuel combustiorf.

CEQA Air Quality Guidelines

The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines are intended to serve as a guide for those who prepare

or evaluate air quality impact analyses for projects and plans in the San Francisco Bay Area.
Jurisdictions in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin utilize tfestiolds and methodology for
assessing air quality impacts developed by BAAQMD within their CEQA Air Quality Guidelines.
The guidelines include information on legal requirements, BAAQMD rules, methods of analyzing
impacts, and recommended mitigation measur

City of San José

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The following policies in the Cityds Gener al
avoiding impacts related to air quality and are applicable to the project and are applicable to th
project

4 BAAQMD. Final 2017 Clean Air PlanApril 19, 2017. Accessed April 9, 2020ttp://www.baagmd.gov/plans
andclimate/airgquality-plans/currenplans
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General Plan Policies Air Quality

MS-10.1 | Assess projected air emissions from new development in conformance with the Bay
Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) CEQA Guidelines and relative to state ¢
federal standards. Identify diimplement feasible air emission reduction measures.

MS-10.5 | In order to reduce vehicle miles traveled and traffic congestion, require new develop
within 2,000 feet of an existing or planned transit station to encourage the use of pul
transit and minimize the dependence on the automobile through the application of si
design guidelines and transit incentives.

MS-11.1 | Require completion of air quality modeling for sensitive land uses such as new resid
developments that are loedtnear sources of pollution such as freeways and industrig
uses. Require new residential development projects and projects categorized as ser
receptors to incorporate effective mitigation into project designs or be located an ade
distance fronsources of toxic air contaminants (TACSs) to avoid significant risks to he
and safety.

MS-11.2 | For projects that emit toxic air contaminants, require project proponents to prepare h
risk assessments in accordance with BAAQk&Dommended procedrs as part of
environmental review and employ effective mitigation to reduce possible health risks
less than significant level. Alternatively, require new projects (such as, but not limite(
industrial, manufacturing, and processing facilities} tra sources of TACs to be locate
an adequate distance from residential areas and other sensitive receptors.

MS-11.3 | Review projects generating significant heavy duty truck traffic to designate truck rouf
that minimize exposure of sensitive receptor§ ACs and particulate matter.

MS-11.5 | Encourage the use of pollution absorbing trees and vegetation in buffer areas betwe
substantial sources of TACs and sensitive land uses.

MS-12.2 | Require new residential development projects and projatégiorized as sensitive
receptors to be located an adequate distance from facilities that are existing and pot
sources of odor. An adequate separate distance will be determined based upon the
size and operations of the facility.

MS-13.1 | Include dust, particulate matter, and construction equipment exhaust control measur|
conditions of approval for subdivision maps, site development and planned developr
permits, grading permits, and demolition permits. At a minimum, conditions shalreor]
to construction mitigation measures recommended in the current BAAQMD CEQA
Guidelines for the relevant project size and type.

MS-13.2 | Construction and/or demolition projects that have the potential to disturb asbestos (f
soil or building material)fsall comply with all the requirements of the California Air
Resources Boardés air toxic control m
Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations.

3.1.1.3 Existing Conditions

Air quality is determined by the concentration ofigas pollutants in the atmosphere. The amount of

a given pollutant in the atmosphere is determined by the amount of pollutants released within an area,
transport of pollutants to and from surrounding areas, local and regional meteorological conditions,
and the surrounding topography of the air basin.
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BAAQMD is responsible for assuring that the national stateambient air quality standards are
attained and maintained in the Bay Area. Air quality studies generally focus on four criteria
pollutants that are most commonly measured and regulated: £80&) PMio, and PMs. These
pollutants are considered criteria pollutants by the U.S. EPA and CARB as they can result in health
effects such as respiratory impairment and heart/lung disease sympéines.1-2 shows
violations ofstateand federal standards at the monitoring station in downtown San José (the nearest

monitoring station to the project site) during the 2@088 period (the most recent years for which

data is available).

Table 3.1-2: Ambient Air Quality Standards Violations and Highest Concentrations
Days Exceeding Standard
Pollutant Standard 5016 ‘ 2017 ‘ 5018

SAN JOSE STATION

State thour 0 3 0
Ozone

FederalB-hour 0 4 0

0 0 0

Carbon Monoxide Federal &hour

State 8hour 0 0 0
Nitrogen Dioxide | State thour 0 0 0

Federal 2sour 0 0 0
PMig

State 24hour 0 6 4
PMz.s Federal 2sour 0 6 15
Source:Bay Area Air Quality Management Distriéci. An n u a | Bay Area Air Qua

August 3, 2020http://www.baagmd.gov/abowair-quality/airquality-summaries
AAttainmento status for a pollutant means

and/or CARB.The Bay Area does not meet fedeaat stateambient air quality standards for Ry

andOs. The area is also considered in radtainmenfor PMio under $ate standards. The Bay Area

is considered in attainment or unclassified for all other pollutants.

3.1.14 Sensitive Receptors

Sensitive receptors are groups of people that are more susceptigd@sorexto pollutants (i.e.,
children, the elderly, and people with illnesses). Locations that may contain high concentrations of
sensitive population groups include residential areas, hospitals, daycare and elder care facilities,

elementary schools, parksd places of assembly.

There are sensitive receptors located north, south, and east of the project sitaréhgensitive
receptos arelocated approximately five feet south and 20 feet north of the projectiséee are
alsoresidencespproximaely 45 feet west and 95 feet east of the projectAdditionally, Notre
Dame High School is located approximately 290 feet southwest of the project site.

5 PM refers to Particulate Matter. Particulate matter is referred to by size (i.e., 10 orc2iiebthe size of particles

is directly linked to their potential for causing health problems.
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3.1.2 Impact Discussion

For the purpose of determining gualy,tsiamlgsisf i cance
considers if the project would:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is nomttainment uder an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations, and/or

d) Result in substantial emissions (such as odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of
people

3.1.3 Thresholds of Significance

Impacts from the Project

As discussed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(b), the determination of whether a project may
have a significant effect on the environment calls for judgment on the part of the lead agency and
must be baskto the extent possible on scientific and factual data. The City of San José has
considered the air quality thresholds updated by BAAQMD in May 2017 and regards these
thresholds to be based on the best information available for the San Francisco Bay Besin

and conservative in terms of the assessment of health effects associated with TACs afdth&M
BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality thresholds used in this analysis are identifieTahle3.1-3 below.

Table 3.1-3: BAAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds
C_I?hnrzt;l;gtllc?: Operation Thresholds
Pollutant Avera_ge. Daily Avera_ge.Dally Annual Average
Emissions Emissions Emissions (tons/year)
(pounds/day) (poundstday)
Criteria Air Pollutants
ROG, NG 54 54 10
PMio 82 (exhaust) 82 15
PMzs 54 (exhaust) 54 10
CO Not Applicable 9.0 ppm (eightour) or 20.0 ppm (orkour)
Health Risks and Hazards for NewSources (within a 1,00€foot Zone of Influence)
Health Hazard Single Source Combined Cumulative Sources
Excess Cancer Risk| 10 per one million 0.3 pg/n?
Hazard Index 1.0 10.0
Incremental Annual 0.3 ug/nt 0.8 Sfagetage)
PM2 5
Notes:ROG =reactive organic gases, NG nitrogen oxides, PM= caarse particulate matter with a diameter
10 micrometers (um) or less, and P4 fine particulate matter with a diameter of 2.5 pm or less.

Similar to the capacity buildut evaluated in the Dowown Strategy 2040 FEIR, the proposed
project would not result in a significant impact due to construgttated emissions of criteria
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pollutants or expose sensitive receptors to a significant risk associated with TACs or odors. The
Downtown Strategy 2@FEIR did, however, identify a significant unavoidable cumulative regional
air quality impat.

3.1.3.1 Project Impacts

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

The proposed project would not conflict with the 2017 CAP because it would be smaller than the
BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines Operational Criteria Pollutant Screening &8iz40

dwelling unit$, is considered urban infitind is consistent with thee@eral Planand would be

located near bike paths and transit with regional connections. Because the project would not exceed
the BAAQMD screening criteria, it would not result in the generation of operatielzéd criteria

air pollutants and/or precurss that exceed the thresholds showmable3.1-3. Therefore the

projectwould not berequired to incorporate projespecific control measures listed in the 2017
CAP.Implementation of thproposedroject wouldnot result in a significant impact related to
consistency with the Bay Area 2017 CABame Impact as Approved Project (Less Than

Significant Impact)]

Construction Period Emissions’ Criteria Pollutants

The California Emissions Estimator model (CalEEMod) Version 2016.3.2 was used to estimate
emissions from construction activitiéhe proposed land uses of the project were input into
CalEEMod, which include@40dwelling units and27,412square feetentereds A Apar t ment
Ri sed0 and 28,476 square feet and 95 parking
Demolition of existing buildings osite and soil export were also input into CalEEMod (refer to
AppendixB of the SEIR).

Project construébn would occurover a period of approximateB4 months(519 workdays)
beginning inJune 2021Table3.1-4 shows the estimatexhnual averagdaily construction emissions
associated with thproposed project.

spa

Table 3.1-4: Construction Period Emissions
PMio PM2s
vear ROG NOX Exhaust Exhaust
Construction emissions (tons)
2021 0.11 1.09 0.06 0.05
2022 1.81 3.42 0.18 0.16
2023 1.01 0.98 0.05 0.04
Average Daily Construction Emissions Per Year (pounds/day)
2021 (145 construction workdays) 1.58 15.02 0.85 0.66
2022 (260 construction workdays) 13.92 26.32 1.40 1.21

5 Bay Area Air Quality Management Distric€alifornia Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelindday
2017.
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Table 3.1-4: Construction Period Emissions
PM 10 PM2.5
Year ROG NOX Exhaust Exhaust
2023 (114construction workdays) 17.77 17.23 0.91 0.74
BAAQMD Thresholds (pounds per day) 54 54 82 54
Exceed Threshold? No No No No

As shown above, construction period criteria pollutant emissions associated with the project would
not exceed the BAAQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the project would not result in a
significant impact from constructiasriteria pollutanemissiors and would not conflict with or

obstruct implementation of the Bay Area 2017 C/8ame Impact as Approved Project (Less

Than Significant Impact)]

Operational Period Emissions- Criteria Pollutants

Operational emissions from the project would be generated primarily from vehicles driven by future
residentsFull operation of the project was assumed to begin ift20&p generation rates provided

by Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Ingeneratoend fire pump emissions, and CalEEMod
defaults for energy use and emissions associated with solid waste generation dngstateater

use were used.he projectas proposedyould install onel,00Ckilowatt (kW) emergency diesel
generatoand fire pumpwith a 150 horsepower (HP) diesel engifike generator would be powered

by a diesel engine, approximately 1,341 HFs assumed that the generator and fire pump would be
operated for a total &0 hours per year for testing and maintenance purposesasBuenptions and
results are described further in ApplixB of the SEIRTable3.1-5 summarizes the estimated daily
operational periodriteria pollutanemissions from the proposed project.

Table 3.1-5: Operational Period Criteria Pollutant Emissions
. PMio PM2s
Scenario ROG NOXx Exhaust | Exhaust
2024 Annual Project Operational Emissic 1.89 0.78 0.67 0.20
(tonsl/year)
BAAQMD Thresholds (tons/yea 10 10 15 10
Exceed Threshold? No No No No
2024 Daily Project Operational Emissio| 10.38 4.29 366 110
(pounds/day)
BAAQMD Thresholds (pounds/yeg 54 54 82 54
Exceed Threshold? No No No No
Note: !Assumes 36%lay operation.

Operational criteria pollutant emissions associated with the proposed project, when considered
individually, would not result in emissions above established thresholds. The prpacto$the
plannedgrowth in the downtown area and would contribute to the significant operational emissions
impact identified inthe Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIRonsistent witithe Downtown Strategy

2040, the project woulanplement a TDM plarfrefer to the list of proposeT DM measures in
Section2.24) to reduce emissions associated with vehicle ttad®h result,ie project wouldot

conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 2017 Cjlress Impact than Approved Project
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(Significant Unavoidable Impact)]

b) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is nonrattainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard?

The Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR concluded that baifdof the Downtown Strategy 2040 would

result in a significant increase in criteria pollutants in the Bay Area, contributing to existing

violations ofOs standards. As stated in the BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, air pollution

by its nature is larggla cumulative impact. No single project is sufficient in size to, by itself, result

in nonattainment of ambient air quality standards. If a project exceeds the identified significance
thresholds, its emissions would be cumuiglly considerable, resulting significant adverse air

gual ity impacts to the regionds existing air qu

The proposed project would not, by itself, result in any air pollutant emissions exceeding
BAAQMDG6s significance t ndivelsalyadheptgectawauld dot resaltuins s ed a
a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the region is in
nonattainmentLess Impact than Approved Project (Significant Unavoidable Impact)]

c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors taibstantial pollutant concentrations?

Construction Dust Emissions

Construction activitiesn-site would temporarily generate dumtd equipment exhaust that would
affect nearby sensitive receptdtansistent with the Downtown Strategy 2040 F&HRI City
policies, the project shall implement the followiGtandard Permit Conditiorring all phases of
construction to reduce dust and other particulate matter emissions

Standard Permit Conditions:

The project applicant shall implement the folloggimeasures during all phases of construction to
control dust and exhaust at the project site:

1 Water active construction areas at least twice daily or as often as needed to control dust
emissions.

1 Cover trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose matenal&r ensure that all trucks hauling
such materials maintain at least two feet of freeboard.

1 Remove visible mud or dirt traebut onto adjacent public roads by using wet power vacuum
street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry power swe@poighsed.

1 Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply Aomic soil binders to exposed stockpiles (dirt,
sand, etc.).

1 Pave new or improved roadways, driveways, and sidewalks as soon as possible.
9 Lay building pads as soon as possible after grading usdesing or soil binders are used.
1 Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.
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1 Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways.

1 Minimize idling times either by shutting off equipment when moase, or reducing the
maximum idling time to five minutes (as required by the California airborne toxics control
measure Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of Regulations). Provide clear signage for
construction workers at all access points.

f Mainta n and properly tune construction equi pme
specifications. Check all equipment by a certified mechanic and record a determination of
Arunning in proper conditiono prior to opera

1 Post a publicly visible sign with titelephone number and person at the lead agency to
contact regarding dust complaints.

With implementation of the Standard Permit Conditions, construction dust and other particulate
matter would have a less than significant construction air quality in{@ache Impact as
Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact)]

Construction T Community Risk Impacts

Construction equipment and associated hahty truck traffic generates diesel exhaust, which is a
known TAC.Thenearessensitive receptsrarelocated approximately five feet south and 20 feet
north of the project siterhere are alscesidencespproxmately 45 feet west and 95 feet east of the
project site Additionally, Notre Dame High School is located approximately 290 feet southwest of
the project site.

A healthrisk assessment of project construction activities was compte®dhluategotential health
effects tonearbysensitive recepton®.g., residences and students attending Notre Dame High
School)from DPM and PMs construction emissionsTo quantify he effects of DPM on the nearby
sensitive receptors, construction period exhaust emissions were computed using the CalEEMod
model. The U.S. EPA AERMOD dispersion model was used to predict constrretated
concentrations of DPM and Blconcentrationsit existing sensitive receptdrsthe vicinity of the
projectsite The U.S. EPA AERMOD dispersion mod€alEEMod inputs/outputgssumptions, and
results are described furtharAppendixB of this document

Neither BAAQMD nor the City of San José haignificance criteria for construction TAC impacts.
As a result, the BAAQMD criteria for operational TAC impacts are used by the City. Based on the
BAAQMD Guidelines (2017), a project would resuita significant construction TAC or P

impact if:

1 An excess cancer risk level of more than 10 in one million, or acanger (chronic or acute)
Hazard Index greater than 1.0.

f Anincremental increase of more than 0.3 micrograms per cubic meter)jaginual
average Pi¥s.

7 DPM is identified by California astaxic air contaminant due to the potential to cause cancer.
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Table3.1-6 provides a summary of the construction health risk impacts at tsg@fihnaximum
exposed individual (MEI) from project constructidigure3.1-1 shows the maximurmodeled

DPM and PMslocations. Sensitive receptors are designated in green and the MEI are circled in

pink.

Table 3.1-6: Construction Risk Impacts at Off-Site MEI and Notre Dame High School

Cancer Risk Annual PM3s Hazard
Source - 3
(per million) (eg)m Index
Residential Sensitive Receptor
Project Construction (Years3)
Unmitigated 151.49(infant) 0.82 0.16
BAAQMD Single Source threshold >10.0 >0.3 >1.0
Exceed Threshold?
Unmitigated Yes Yes No
Notre Dame High School Student Receptor
Project Construction (Years3)
Unmitigated 1.23 (student) 0.02 <0.01
BAAQMD Single-Source threshold >10.0 >0.3 >1.0
Exceed Threshold? No No No

Note: For informational purposes.

At this location, the maximum residential cancer risk of the MEI would be 151.49 per one million
cases for infant exposure which exceddBAAQMD threshold of 10 cases per one million. The

maximumannual PM s concentration was calculated to be 0.82 fgiwhich exceeds BAAQMD

significance threshold of 0.3 pgfnThe maximum hazard index (HI) concentration is 0.16, which is
below the HI of greater than 0.3&tudents attending Notre Dame High School would not be exposed

to cancer riskPM. s concentrationor HI exceeding BAAQMD thresholds.

Impact AIR -1:

Construction activities associated with the proposed project vexiplose

off-site receptors to cancer risk aAll, s emissionsn excess of BAAQMD

thresholds.

Mitigation Measure

In addition to the Standard Permit Conditions listed above and in conformance with General Plan
Policies MS10.1 and MS&13.1, the following mitigation measure would be implemented during all

demolition and construction activities to reduce TAC emissions impacts

MM AIR -1.1:

Priorto the issuance of ardemolition,grading and/or building permits
(whicheve occurs earliest), the projeapplicant shall prepare and submit a
constructio operations plan that includsgecificatons of the equipment to

be usedluring constructin to the Director of Plannin@uilding and Code

Enforcement or th®irectar 6 s

in the plan meets th@andards set forth below.

desi gnee .acconpaniegphdya n
letter signed by an air qualigpecialist, verifing that the equipment included
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9 For all construction equipment larger than 25 horsepower used at the site
for more than two continuowtaysor 20 hours total, use equipment that
meet U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Tiemission
standards.

9 If Tier 4 equipment is not available, all constructadhconstruction
equipment larger than 25 horsepower used at the site for mareatha
continuous days or 20 hours total shall use equipment that meet U.S. EPA
emission standards for Tier 3 engines and include particulate matter
emissions control equivalent to CARB Level 3 verifiable diesel emission
control devices that altogether aehe a94 percent reduction in diesel
particulate matter emissions.

1 Cranes and portable equipment (e.g., welders and air compressors) shall
be electrified Additionally, line powershall be providedo the site during
the early phases of construction tmimiize the use of dies@lowered
stationary equipment, such as genera@rscompressors, and welders

With implementation of the required Standard Permit Conditions for dust and Mitigation Measure
AIR-1.1, the construction cancer risk wouldrbduced to 9.21 cases per one million for infants, the

maximum annual PMsc oncentr ati on wo ul 3dandtle Hrwewdbe @0dThet o 0 .

construction cancer risk, maximum annual 2kbncentration, and HI would not exceed
BAAQMDG sngle-source threshold. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less than
significant construction TAC impadiSame Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant
Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)]

Operationsi Community Risk Impacts (Traffic and Generators)

The projeciproposes one 1,00V (approximately 1,341 HP) emergency diesel geneeatdifire

pump with a 150 HP diesel engine as showhigure3.1-2 below. The generator is proposed on the
rooftop while the pump is proposed in the basement. The U.S. EPA AERMOD dispersion model was
used to estimate the potential cancer risks angsPdm operation of themergency generators at
nearby residences. Bstimate the potential cancer risk from the generator and fire pump, the cancer
risk exposure duration was adjusted to account for the MEI being exjooseaistruction for the first

three years of the 3gear lifetime period. Therefore, construction aamndisks would occur during

the first three years and operational cancer risks would occur during years four to 30 (27 years). The
sensitive receptor identified as the construction MEI is also the project MEI. B&ppendixB of

this documentor more informationTable3.1-7 providesa summary of the construction and

operation risk impacts at the edite MEI.

The Mark Residential Project 31 Draft SupplementdtIR
City of San José April 2021






Table 3.1-7: Construction and Operation Risk Impacts at OftSite MEI and Notre Dame

High School
Cancer Risk Annual PM3 s Hazard
Source - 3
(per million) (eg)m Index
Off-Site MEI- Residential Sensitive Receptor
Project Construction (Years3)
Unmitigated| 151.49 (infant) 0.82 0.16
Mitigated 9.21 (infant) 0.05 0.01
Project Generator and Fire Pump (Yeaf30} 0.24 <0.01 <0.01
Unmitigated Total/Maximum Projec
(Years 630) 151.73 0.82 0.16
Mitigated Total/Maximum Projec
(Years 030) 9.45 0.05 0.01
BAAQMD Single-Source threshold >10.0 >0.3 >1.0
Exceed Threshold?
Unmitigated Yes Yes No
Mitigated No No No
Notre Dame High School Student Receptér
Project Construction (Years3)
Unmitigated| 1.23 (student) 0.02 <0.01
Project Generator and Fire Pump (Yeaf30) <0.01 (student) <0.01 <0.01
BAAQMD Single-Source threshold >10.0 >0.3 >1.0
ExceedThreshold? No No No

Note: For informational purposes.

As shown in the table above, thraximum cancer risks and annual 2oncentrations from
construction and operatiaf the project (without mitigationjould exceedd A AQMD 0 s
significance thresholdsf 10 cases per one milliand 0.3 pg/m The HI from construction and

operation of the pro

j ect

w o uHregholdobgteater thand.8. d

However, the project would result in a less than significantatipemal TAC impact to adjacent

sensitive receptors with implementation of the Standard Permit Conditions and Mitigation Measure

AIR-1.1.[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation

Incorporated)]

Criteria Pollutant Emissions

In a 2018 decisionSjerra Club v. County of FreshaheStateSupreme Court determined that

CEQA requires that

when a

projectos

criteri

thresholds and contribute a cumulatively consitikr contribution to a significant cumulative

regi onal criteria po

|l 1 ut ant

mpact,

t he

the air basin must be disclos&tateand federal ambient air quality standards are hdxtied

standads and exceedances of those standards result in continued unhealthy levels of air pollutants.
As statal in the 2017 BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, air pollution by its nature is largely

a cumulative impact. No single project is sufficient in sizeitdsif, to result in nonattainment of
Il nstead,

ambient air quality

standar ds.
cumulatively significant adverse air quality impacts. In developing thresholds of significance for air

pollutants, BAAQMDconsidered the emission levels for which a prégeictdividual emissions
would be cumulatively considerable. If a project has a less than significant impact for criteria
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pollutants, it is assumed to have no adverse health effect.

As discussegreviously, he proposed project would result in a less than significant operagiodal
construction criteria pollutant impadtherefore, the project would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations or result in adverse heféditts.(New Less Than Significant
Impact)

d) Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number of peopl@

The project would generate localized emissions of diesel exhaust during cbosteguipment
operation and truck activity. These emissions may be noticeable from time to time by adjacent
receptors; however, the odors would be localized and temporary and would not adversely affect
people offsite. The project applicant would be régd to abide by policies including General Plan
Policy MS-12.2 which require adequate buffers between sources of odors and sensitive receptors.
Additionally, operation of the proposed project would result in the use of cleaning supplies and
maintenance a@micals which would generate temporary odorthe areas of us®peration of the
project would not generate odors that would affect peoplsit@f Therefore mplementation of the
proposed project would not result in odors that would adversely affedtséantial number of
people[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)]

3.1.3.2 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
cumulative air quality impact?

Thegeographic area for cumulatie& quality impacts is the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin.

Past, present, and future developmemt o j ect s contri bute to the regio
No single project is sufficient in sizBy itself, to resultn nonattainment of ambient air quality

standar ds. | nst e andhissiorss contribote te existing cumulatovelywsignificaat |

adverse air quality impacts.

The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelineg2017) recommend that projects be evaluated f
community risk when they are located within 1,000 feet of freeways, high traffic volume roadways
(10,000 average annual daily trips or more), and/or stationary permitted sources of TACs.

Cumulative TAC Sources in the Project Area

Mobile Sources

A review of the area indicates that South Third Street and South Fourth Street are the only substantial
source of mobile TAC emissions within 1,000 feet of the project site and have average daily traffic
(ADT) above 10,000 vehicles. The ADT on South Third Street and South Fourth Street was
estimated to b&1,755and10,900vehicles, respectively.
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Stationary Soures

Stationary sources are facilities that contain sources of TACs such as a generator or gas station.

Near by stationary sour c e sPemdtedeStatiombs SdulicdsP0d&8 usi ng
geographic information system map websitéch identifies thdocation of stationary sources and

their estimated risk and hazardpatts. Three stationary sources were identified; two of which are

diesel generators and oisea gas station.

Construction Risk Impacts from Nearby Development

Within 1,000 feet of proj site, there is one proje@quth Fourth Street Mixedse project File No.
H17-004)that could have overlapping construction. The South Fourth Street \Jisegbroject is
locatedimmediately orth of the projetsite.For the purposes of this analystds assumed that the
proposed project would overlap with the first three years of the South Fourth StreetUdixed

project construction schedule. The adjacent development is anticipated to begin construction in 2021
and become operational in 2025.

Table3.1-8 below summarizes nearby mobile and stationary sources of TACs at-gieeWEls.
Figure3.1-3 shows the project site and the nearby TAC and $¥durces as well as construction
risks from the nearby development.

Table 3.1-8: Cumulative Sourcesat Project MEI
Source Cancer Risk Annual PM3s Hazard
(per million) (ed) m Index
Unmitigated Total/Maximum Projec
(Years 630) 151.73 0.82 0.16
Mitigated Total/Maximum Projec
(Years 630) 9.45 0.05 0.01
South Fourth Street and South Third Str 1.48 0.59 <0.01
Facility ID #111979, MEI at 90 feg 1.73 - 0.01
Facility ID #933917, MEI at 650 fee] 0.93 <0.01 <0.01
Facility ID #93398, MEI at 650 fee <0.01 - <0.01
Nearby Developmerit431 & 439 Sout_h_ Fourt! 318 0.04 0.01
Street (mitigated]
CombinedSources
Unmitigated <15906 <146 <0.21
Mitigated 16.78 <0.69 <0.06
BAAQMD Cumulative Source thresholg >100 >0.8 >10.0
Exceed Threshold?
Unmitigated Yes Yes No

Impacts from the combined sources of TACs at the project MEI exceed BAA®QMBholds for
cancer risk and PM4 concentration. With implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR, the

combined sources would be reduced to 16.78 cases per million for infant cancer risk, 0.69 or less for
annual PM;, and would have a HI 0.06 or leBased on the above, the project would not have a

cumulatively considerable impact on air qualftyessimpact than Approved Project with
Mitigation (Significant Unavoidable Cumulative Impact)]
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3.1.33 Non-CEQA Effects

PerCalifornia Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management Dis@&Cal.
4th 369(BIA v. BAAQMD) effects of the environment on the projace not considered CEQA

impacts. The following discussion is included for informational purposes only because the City of
San José has policies that address existing air quality conditions affecting a proposed project.

Pursuant to General Plan policie$SNIO.1, MS11.1, and MSL1.2, a health risk assessment was
prepared to ensure that future sensitive receptoessiterare not exposed to substantial TAC

emissions.

Operational Community Risk Impactsi New Residences

Figure 3.13 above shows the project site and the nearby TAC angsBburces, as well as
constructionisks from the nearby development. Table-3 firovides a summary of nearby TAC and
PMz s sources of air pollution. As discussed previously, the adjacent development would begin
construction in 2021 and begin operating in 2025. Future project residensis would be exposed
to the last two years of construction (e.g., years 2024 and #08b}he South Fourth Street Mixed

Use project.
Table 3.1-9: Cumulative Sourcesto Future Project Residences
Cancer Risk Annual PM25 Hazard
Source -

(per million) (e g A)m Index

South Fourth Street arf®buth Third Stree 0.75 0.27 <0.01

Facility ID #111979, MEI at 90 fee 1.73 - 0.01

Facility ID #933917, MEI at 650 fee] 1.16 <0.01 <0.01

Facility ID #93398, MEI at 650 feef <0.01 - <0.01

Nearby Developmerit431 & 439 South Fourtl

Street(mitigated) 3.18 0.04 <0.01

Combined Sources 6.83 <0.32 <0.05
BAAQMD Cumulative Source thresholg >100 >0.8 >10.0

Exceed Threshold? No No No

The combined effects of the identified TAC sources would be below the BAAQMD thresholds of
significance and, as a result, the proposed project would comply with General Plarv&sli€y1,

MS-11.1, and MSL1.2
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3.2 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Archaeological Resource

The following discussion is based upon a Literature Search completéoliogn & Associatem
July 2020 A copy of the Archaeological Literatugearchs on file at the Department of Planning,
Building and Code Enforcement.

Historic Resources

The following information is also based on a Historic Res@Esaluation prepared bjreanorHL
in February 2021The Historic Resourdévaluatiorf can be foud in Appendk C of this document

3.21 Environmental Setting

3.2.1.1 Regulatory Framework
Federal and State

National Historic Preservation Act

Federal protection is legislated by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) and the
Archaeological Resource Reation Act of 1979. These laws maintain processes for determination of
the effects on historical properties eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). Section 106 of the NHPA and related regulations (36 Code of Federalt®egl@FR]

Part 800) constitute the primary federal regulatory framework guiding cultural resources
investigations and require consideration of effects on properties that are listed or eligible for listing in
the NRHP. Impacts to properties listed in NiRHP must be evaluated under CEQA.

The NRHP is the nationébés master inventory of hi
national, state, or local level. The minimum criteria for determining NRHP eligibility include:

1 The property is at least 50 years old (properties ubdeears of age that are of exceptional
importance or are contributors to a district can also be included in the NRHP);

9 It retains integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
associations; and

1 It possesses at least orfdlwe following characteristics:

0 Association with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of history;

0 Association with the lives of persons significant in the past;

8 Note that there are discrepancies (e.g., building construction dates) between the historic report prepared by

Archives and Architecturfor File No. H17004 South Fourth Mixedlse project and thproposed projecArchives

& Architectureo bt ai ned data from the City 6TseandrHlsused bbuildtmg Resour ces
permits (which they feel is more accurate). In additimeanorHLwas unable to access the California Room due to
COVID-19 restrictions. As a resulfyeanorHLused alternative sources. The discrepancies between the construction

dates are addressed on page 10 of Appendix C of this document. The inconsistencies would not change the

conclusions of the analysis.
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o Distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or methodooistruction, or represents
the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or represents a significant,
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

0 Has yielded, or may yield, information important to prehistorkistory.

California Register of Historical Resources

The CRHR is administered by t@aliforniaOffice of Historic Preservation and encourages

protection of resources of architectural, historical, archeological, and cultural significance. The
CRHR idenifies historic resources for state and local planning purposes and affords protections
under CEQA. Under Public Resources Code Section 5024.1(c), a resource may be eligible for listing
in the CRHR if it meets any of the NRHP critetia

The guidelines fordentifying historic resources during the project review process under CEQA are

set forth in Public Resources Code Section 21084.1 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a). These
provisions of CEQA create three categories of historical resources: martuatorical resources;
presumptive historical resources; and resources that may be found historical at the discretion of the
lead agency. These categories are described below.

1 Mandatory Historical Resources A resource the State Historical Resources Commission
lists on the CRHR, or the State Historical Resources Commission determines to be eligible
for listing in the CRHR, is defined by CEQA to be a historical resource. Resources are
formally listed or deternmied eligible for listing by the State Historical Resources
Commission in accordance with the procedures set forth in the provisions of state law
relating to listing of historical resourc¥4f a resource has been listed in the CRHR, or
formally determind to be eligible for listing by the State Historical Resources Commission
under these procedures, it is conclusively presumed to be a historical resource under CEQA.

1 Presumptive Historical ResourcesA resource included in a local register of historic
reources as defined by state fdwr identified as significant in a historical resource survey
meeting the requirements of state fghall be presumed to be historically or culturally
significant. The lead agency must treat any such resource as signifidass the
preponderance of evidence demonstrates that it is not historically or culturally significant.

1 Discretionary Historical Resources A resource that is not determined to be a significant
historical resource under the criteria described aboag, m the discretion of the lead

9 CEQA Guideines Section 15064.5(a)(3) and California Office of Historic Preservation Technical Assistance
Series #6. March 14, 2006.

103et forth in Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 and 14 California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section 4850, et.
seq.

1set forth inPublic Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), a local register of historical resources is a list of properties
officially designated or recognized as historically significant by a local government pursuant to a local ordinance or
resolution.

2Under Public Reources Code Section 5024.1(g), a resource can be identified as significant in a historical
resources survey and found to be significant by the State Office of Historic Preservation (i.e., listed in the CRHR) if
three criteria are met: (1) the survey hasvidl be included in the State Historic Resources Inventory; (2) the survey
and documentation were prepared in accordance with State Office of Historic Preservation procedures and
requirements; and (3) the State Office of Historic Preservation has detérthe resource has a significance rating

of Category 1 to 5 on Form 523.
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agency, be found to be a significant historical resource for purposes of CEQA, provided its
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. The CEQA
Guidelines further provide that geneyald lead agency should consider a resource
historically significant if the resource is found to meet the criteria for listing on the CRHR,
including the following:

o Criterion 1 (Events)The resource is associated with events or patterns of elants
have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional history
and cultural heritage of California or the United States; or

o Criterion 2 (PersonsThe resource is associated with the lives of persons important to
local, Califania, or national history; or

o Criterion 3 (Architecture The resource embodies the distinctive characteristics of a
type, period, region, or method of construction, or represents the work of a master, or
possesses high artistic values, or

o Criterion 4 (Inbrmation Potentiad The resource has the potential to yield information
important to the prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the rtation.

Historical resources eligible for listing in the CRHR must meet one of the criteria of sageiic
described abovandretain enough of their historic character or appearance to be recognizable as
historical resources and to convey the reasons for their significance. A resource that has lost its
historic character or appearance may still have@afft integrity for the CRHR if it maintains the
potential to yield significant scientific or historical information or specific data.

The concept of integrity is essential to identifying the important physical characteristics of historical
resourcesandn evaluating adverse changes to them. I nt
hi storical resourcebds physical identity evidenc
the resource's period of ¢ igteyiityfis scndanfereothdghe The pr o
California and National Registers, and the same seven variables or aspects to define integrity are

used to evaluate a resource's eligibility for listing. These seven characteristics include: 1) location, 2)
design, 3) stting, 4) materials, 5) workmanship, 6) feeling, and 7) association.

California Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act

The California Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act applies to both state and
private landsThe act requires that upon discovery of human remains, construction or excavation
activity must cease and tkeunty coroner be notified.

Public Resources Code Sections 5097 and 5097.98

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines specifies procedures to be used in the event of an
unexpected discovery of Native American human remains o+ieumnal land. These procedures are
outlined in Public Resources Code Sections 5097 and 5097.98. Thesgooigct such remains

from disturbance, vandalism, and inadvertent destruction, establish procedures to be implemented if

B CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)(3) and California Office of Historic Preservation Technical Assistance
Series #6. Accessed July 29, 2020.
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1069/files/technical%20assistance%20bulletin%206%202011%20update.pdf
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Native American skeletal remains are discovered during construction of a project, and establish the
Native American Heritage Commiea (NAHC) as the authority to resolve disputes regarding
disposition of such remains.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, in the event of human remains discovery, no
further disturbance is allowed until the county coroner has made thesaecéindings regarding the
origin and disposition of the remains. If the remains are of a Native American, the county coroner
must notify the NAHC. The NAHC then notifies those persons most likely to be related to the Native
American remains. The codecsen also stipulates the procedures that the descendants may follow
for treating or disposing of the remains and associated grave goods.

City of San José

Historic Preservation Ordinance

The City of San José Historic Preservation Ordinance (Chapter af3d& Municipal Code) is

designed to identify, protect, and encourage the preservation of significant resources and foster civic
pride in the Cityds cultural resources. The His
establish a Historic LandmakCommission, maintain a Historic Resources Inventory (HRI),

preserve historic properties using a Landmark Designation process, require Historic Preservation

Permits for alterations of properties designated as a Landmark or within a City historic district,

provide financial incentives through a Mills Act Historical Property Contract.

City Council és Development Policy on the Preser

The City Council s Devel opment Pol i anyendech t he Pr
May 23, 2006) calls for preservation of candidate or designated landmark structures, sites, or districts
wherever possible. The City also has various historic design guidelines that suggest various methods

for the restoration or rehabilitation ofder/historic structures and establish a general framework for

the evaluation of applications involving historic preservation issues. The City offers a number of

historic preservation incentives, including use of the State Historic Building Code, Mills

Act/Historical Property Contracts, and various land use and zoning incentives.

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The following policies in the Cityés Gener al Pl
avoiding impacts related to cultural resag@nd are applicable to the project.

General Plan Policies Cultural Resource

LU-13.8 Require that new development, alterations, and rehabilitation/remodels adjacent tg
designated or candidate landmark or Historic District be designed to be sensiive
character.

LU-13.15 | Implement City, State, and Federal historic preservation laws, regulations, and coq
ensure the adequate protection of historic resources.

LU-14.4 Discourage demolition of any building or structure listed on or eligible for the Histo
Resources Imentory as a Structure of Merit by pursuing the alternatives of rehabilita
re-use on the subject site, and/or relocation of the resource.
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LU-16.4 Require development approvals that include demolition of a structure eligible for o
listedonthe Histarc Resources I nventory to sal
and architectural elements to allowuse of those elements and materials and avoid
energy costs of producing new and disposing of old building materials

ER-9.2 Recognizing that Nate American human remains may be encountered at unexpect
locations, impose a requirement on all development permits and tentative subdivis
maps that upon their discovery during construction, development activity will cease
professional archaedl@al examination confirms whether the burial is human. If the
remains are determined to be Native American, applicable state laws shall be enfg

ER-10.1 For proposed development sites that have been identified as archaeologically or
paleontologicallysensitive, require investigation during the planning process in orde
determine whether potentially significant archeological or paleontological informati
may be affected by the project and then require, if needed, that appropriate mitigaf
measure be incorporated into the project design.

ER-10.3 Ensure that City, State, and Federal historic preservation laws, regulations, and cg
enforced, including laws related to archaeological and paleontological resources, t
ensure the adequapeotection of historic and p#istoric resources.

3.2.1.2 Existing Conditions
ArchaeologicalResources

Native Americans occupied Santa Clara Valley and the greater Bay Area for more than 5,000 years.
The exact time period of the Ohlone (originally referredst&€astanoan) migration into the Bay

Area is debated by scholars. Dates of the migration range between 3000 B.C. and 500 A.D.
Regardless of the actual time frame of their initial occupation of the Bay Area and, in particular,
Santa Clara Valley, it is knowthat the Ohlone had a wadktablished population of approximately

7,000 to 11,000 people with a territory that ranged from the San Francisco Peninsula and the East
Bay, south through the Santa Clara Valley and down to Monterey and San Juan Bautista.

The Ohlone people were hunter/gatherers focused on hunting, fishing, and collecting seasonal plant
and animal resources, including tidal and marine resources from San Francisco Bay. The customary
way of living, or lifeway, of the Costanoan/Ohlone peoplemjisared by about 1810 due to

disruption by introduced diseases, a declining birth rate, and the impact of the California mission
system established by the Spanish in the area beginning in 1777.

Artifacts pertaining to the Ohlone occupation of San Jogé haen found throughout the downtown
area, particularly near the Guadalupe River. The nearest waterway to the project site is Guadalupe

River, located approximately 0.5 miles west.

Literature Search

In July 2020,Holman & Associatesompleted a literate review to identify potential archaeological
deposits below the ground surfacesite and in the immediate project vicinityo recorded

prehistoric archaeological sites were identified on or within 1,000 feet of the project site. Based on
the literatue search, the project site has low to moderate potential for Native American resources and
high potential for historiera archaeological resources.
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Historic Resources

Historic Context

Spanish explorers began coming to Santa Clara Valley in 1769. From 1769 to 1776 several
expeditions were made to the area during which explorers encountered the Native American tribes
who had occupied the area since prehistoric times. Expeditions inyh&r&aand throughout
Californialedto the establishment of the California Missions and, in 1777, the Pueblo de San José de
Guadalupe.

The pueblo was originally near the old San José City Hall. Because the location was prone to

flooding, the pueblowas el ocated i n the | ate 17800s or early

San José. The current intersection of Santa Clara Street and Market Street in downtown San José was

the center of the second pueblo. The second pueblo is located approximatelgOrérthwest of
the project site.

INnthemid1 8006s, San Jos® began to be redeveloped
and new settlers began to arrive in California as a result of the gold rush and the expansion of
business opportunities the westBy 1868, the Southern Pacific Railroad was constructed along
Fourth Street which resulted in an intensification of industrial development in the area.

During the second half of the "t @entury, a number of breweries were constructed in the Enea.
earliest breweries in San José were established in the 1850s by German immigrants. The breweries
were surrounded by little cottages which provided housing for the workezdirst breweryEagle
Brewery, was located along Market Stréetthe 1860s, the project block was developed with
residential structures which were replaced in the lafeab@ earlyto-mid 20" centuryby light
industral and residential developmeBly 1868, the Sotiern Pacific Rilroad was constructed along
Fourth Street, adjacent to the project site. The Southern Pacific Raimatbd in an intensification
of industrial development in the area. During the second half of theelflury, a number of
breweries wre constructed in the arda.1870,abrewery(owned by Phillip Doerryvas constructed
on the north side of William Street between Third andrifoStreeeand was surrounded by small
cottages which housed the workéBased on the 1891 Sanborn Map, -aioetwo-story cottages with
full-width front porches were located along South Fourth Street.
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Structures On-Site

459 uthFourthStreet

NRHP/CRHR Evaluation

Theonestory singlefamily
residencedonstructed circa 196f)
isl i sted on the Cityos
Resources Inventory as a Structure
of Merit. The residence i&f wood
frame construction with horizontal
wood cladding and a gable raof
the National styleA raised front
porch and a lower gable roof is
located on theasten building
facade facing South Fourth Street
All windows are boarded ugnd a
openings have simple wide trim.
The building is currently vacant.
The nortlernand soutkrnfacades have three rectangular windows of different sizes. Therwest
facade alstas three rectangular window openings and a singlevdaich provides acceds the
yard. The building is in fair condition.

Thebuilding is not individually representative of any important patterns of development within the
City nor is the building aseiated with significant event3herefore, théuilding would notbe

eligible underCriterion A of the NRHPor Criterion1 of the CRHR The building is not associated
with persons of local significance; therefore, the buildings would not be eligible Gnitemion B of

the NRHP or Criterion 2 of the CRHRVhile thebuilding exhibits some architectural characteristics
of the National stylée.g., massing, front facing gable roof, and mserch), it is not a distinguished
exampleof this architectural gte; therefore, it would not be eligible underiterion C of the NRHP

or Criterion 3of the CRHR The residence does not have the potential to yield any prehistory or
history of the areaherefore, theesidence would not beigible underCriterion D of the NRHP or
Criterion4 of the CRHR

Aspects of Integrity

Historic integrityis evaluated with regard to the retention of location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association. The building reigsrintegrity of Iaation, association, and
feeling since it has not been moved and it has been used as damiffeesidence since its
construction. The building has not been altered and sdtaimtegrity of design, materials, and
workmanship. The physical environmteof this site has been compromised since the early 1900s due
to residential and commercial development.

“As noted in Treanor HLOs Hi st or iistoricRResswces|nven®ry iotesattheu a t i
construction date as circa 1880, the residence was |
City directories, and Sanborn Maps.

n!
k
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City of San José City Landmark Evaluation

The following is an evalwuation of the building
Designaton Criteria, as outlined in the San Jose Municipal Code Section 13.48.100 H. As discussed
bel ow, the residence at 459 South Fourth Street
Landmark Designation Criteria.

1. Its character, interest or valas part of the local, regional, state or national history, heritage
or culture;

The building does not possess special character, interest, or value to the local,
regional, state, or national history, trends in history, or cultural of the community and
is not eligible under this criterion.

2. lIts location as a site of a significant historic event;

The building is not located at the site of a significant historic event and is not eligible
under this criterion.

3. lIts identification with a person or persons waignificantly contributed to the local, regional,
state or national culture and history;

The building is not associated with any person(s) who significaontributed to the
local, regional, state, or national history and is not eligible under thesiont

4. Its exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic heritage dZitlgeof San
José;

The building does not exemplify cultural, economic, social, or historic heritage of the
City and is not eligible under this criterion.

5. Its portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a
distinctive architectural style;

The architectural design of the building doespuartray a group of people in hisyor
and is not eligible under this criterion.

6. Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or specimen,;
Although te buildingrepresents the National styleathitecture, it utilizes
common construction and materials with no distinguishing characteristics or an

architectural type or specimen. The buildiagnot eligible under this criterion.

7. ltsidentification as the work of an architect or master buildessehndividual work has
influenced the development of the City of SaréJos
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The buildingwas not built by a notable architect or master buil@ing is not eligible
under this criterion.

8. Its embodiment of elements of architectural or engineering dedggail, materials or
craftsmanship which represents a significant architectural innovation or which is unique.

The buildingdoes not contain any unique or architectural innovationssamot
eligible under this criterion.

In conclusion, théuilding would not be eligible for listing under the NRHP or CRHR and is not
eligible for listing as a Candidate City Landmark

465469 SDuthFourthStreet

NRHP/CRHR Evaluation

=

&l The twostory multifamily

Bl residencdconstructed in 1939) is

located at 468169 Southourth

Streetand is listednt he Ci t yds

Historic Resources Inventory as an

Identified Site/Structurelhe

residences built in theSpanish

Colonial Revival architectural style.

The multifamily residence has

textured stucco cladding and a gable

roof. A front porch with a gable

roof and two square posts is located
gt ] at the southeast cornen the street

facing fagadeA flxed wmdow W|th decoratlve wood shutterdasatedon the northsideof the

porch.There aretiree wooesash windowsocated orthe second floor. At the nogimend, an

arched doorway and a wood fence door provide access to the sid€h@rdost prominent feature

of the nortlern buildingfacade is the brick chimnégcatedat the east end.

Therearfacade consists efood-sash windows on each floor. A wood door with a glass panel is
locatedat the northwest corn&rith anawning supported by decorative wood brack&teiood door
with a glass panel and five windovwgslocatedon the first flooron the soutlernfacade Four
rectangulawindowsare located othe second floor.

The building was constructed during the pemdten City officials were encouragifggher-density
infill development Although the residence replaced @ieglefamily resdencealong South Fourth
Street, itis not representative of any important patterns of development \@#mnJosérherefore,
the building would note eligible undeCriterion A of the NRHP o€riterion 1 of the CRHRThe
building is not associated wiftersons of local significance; therefore, the buildings would not be
eligible under Criterion B of the NRHP or Criterion 2 of the CRM#ile the building has some
Spanish Colonial Revival style architectural characteristics (e.g., stucco claddingogéble
exposed rafter ends, and wood casement windows), it is not a distinguished example of this
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architectural style; therefore, it would not be eligible under Criterion C of the NRHP or Critesfon 3
the CRHR The residence does not have the potentigieiol any prehistory or history of the area,
therefore, the residence would notedigible underCriterion D of the NRHP o€riterion4 of the
CRHR

Aspects of Integrity

The building retaisits integrity of location, association, and feeling since it has not been moved and

it has been used as a mui#timily residence since its construction. The building has not been altered
and retaisits integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. phgsical environment of this site

has been compromised by the construction of the 475 South Fourth Street apartment building as well
asothernearby residential and commercial development.

City of San José City Landmark Evaluation

Theresidenceat4666 9 Sout h Fourth Street does not me et
Landmark Designation Criteria.

1. Its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state or nhisborl, heritage
or culture;

The building does not possess special character, interest, or value to the local,
regional, state, or national history, trends in history, or cultural of the community and
is not eligible under this criterion.

2. lIts locationas a site of a significant historic event;

The building is not located at the site of a significant historic event and is not eligible
under this criterion.

3. lIts identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the local, regional,
state or national culture and history;

The building is not associated with any person(s) who significaohtributed to the
local, regional, state, or national history and is not eligible under this criterion.

4. Its exemplification of the cultural, ecomic, social or historic heritage of ti#ty of San
José;
While the building is associated with downtown residential development during the
second quarter of the ®@entury, it does not exemplify cultural, economic, social, or
historic heritage oSan d#sé Therefore, the building is not eligible under this
criterion.

5. Its portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a
distinctive architectural style;
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The architectural design of the building does not portrggoap of people in histgr
and is not eligible under this criterion.

6. Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or specimen;
Thebuilding utilizes common construction and materials with no distinguishing
characteristics oan architectural type or specimen. The building is not eligible under

this criterion.

7. lts identification as the work of an architect or master builder whose individual work has
influenced the development of the City of SaréJos

The building was not buiby a notable architect or master building and is not eligible
under this criterion.

8. Its embodiment of elements of architectural or engineering design, detail, materials or
craftsmanship which represents a significant architectural innovation or whinlyise.

The building does not contain any unique or architectural innovations and is not
eligible under this criterion.

Thebuilding would not be eligible for listing under the NRHP or CRHR and is not eligible for listing
as a Candidate City Landmark

475 SuthFourthStreet

NRHP/CRHR Evaluation

Thetwo-story multifamily

residence, constructed in 1960, is of
Midcentury Modern architecturé.

is woodframe construction with
stucco cladding and a lepitched
hipped roof with wide eave
overhangs. An asphalt driveway and
a metal gatarelocated north of the
building which provide access to
the courtyard. Carports are tucked
under the west argbuth sections of
the building at the rear. The street
facing facades have brick cladding.
The windowvs are primarily slider

windows withno trim.

Stucco decorative featuréa diamond with horizontal bands on each side) are loeatie centeof
the eatern fagcade. tal railingsare preserbelowtwo of thewindows. The north fagade has three
windows at each level. A metal staircase with concrete steps is located at teenerthand a
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wood staircase at the eastend.

The property was constructén 1960 during the postwaopulation growthin San JoséTo
accommodate the growth, apartment buildings were construdtadughthe building was built

during this periodit is not representative of any important patterns of developwiénih San Jsé
Therefore, tk building would notbe eligible undeCriterion A of the NRHP oCriterion 1 of the
CRHR No person of significance appears to have lived at the property and the property does not
feature special architectural design, therefore, the pyopees not appear to be eligible under
Criterions B and C of the NRHP @riterions 2 or 3 of the CRHRThe residence does not have the
potential to yield any prehistory or history of the area, therefore, the residence woulcehgible
underCriterion D of the NRHP oCriterion4 of the CRHR

Aspects of Integrity

The building retaisits integrity of location, association, and feeling since it has not been moved and
it has been used asrulti-family residence since its consttion. The building has not been altered
and retaisits integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. The physical environment of this site
has been compromiséy nearbyresidential and commercial development.

City of San José City Landmark Evalioat

As discussed beloand further in Appendi, the residence a78 South Fourth Street does not
meet any of the City of San Jos®6s Historic Lan

1. Its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state@ratdtistory, heritage
or culture;

The building does not possess special character, interest, or value to the local,
regional, state, or national history, trends in history, or cultural of the community and
is not eligible under this criterion.

2. lIts locaton as a site of a significant historic event;

The building is not located at the site of a significant historic event and is not eligible
under this criterion.

3. lIts identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the localnaggio
state or national culture and history;

The building is not associated with any person(s) who significaohtributed to the
local, regional, state, or national history and is not eligible under this criterion.

4. Its exemplification of the culturagconomic, social or historic heritage of ti¢y of San
José;

While the buildingwas constructed as part of the raid" century residential
development in the downtown areaddtes not exemplify cultural, economic, social,

The Mark Residential Project 49 Draft SupplementdtIR
City of San José April 2021



or historic heritage of theity and is not eligible under this criterion.

5. Its portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a
distinctive architectural style;

The building isamodestrepresentation of Midcentury Modern architecture in San
José. Downtown San José sa®ngerexamples of Midcentury Modern architecture.
Therefore, the building is not eligible under this criterion

6. Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of exhectural type or specimen;

The building isa modestepresentation of Midcentury Modern architectur&an
José. It has no distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type and is not
eligible under this criterian

7. lts identification as the w of an architect or master builder whose individual work has
influenced the development of the City of SaréJos

The building was not built by a notable architect or master building and is not eligible
under this criterion.

8. Its embodiment of elementg architectural or engineering design, detail, materials or
craftsmanship which represents a significant architectural innovation or which is unigue.

The building does not contain any unique or architectural innovations and is not
eligible under this crérion.

The site would not be eligible for listing under the NRHP or CRHR and is not eligible for listing as a
Candidate City Landmark

Adjacent Off-Site Properties

There are 2parcelswithin 200feet of the projecsitethat were analyzed fgotentialconsideration
ashistoricresource Accor ding to the Cityds Historic Resour
beenl i sted in the CitydsTheseuildmgsiare shéwe iguteB.2les | nven
with assigned numbers foeferenceTable 3.21 provides a summary of the buildings within 200

feet of the project site.
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Table 3.2-1: Buildings Within 200 Feet ofthe Site

Building . Year N
No. Building Name Address Built Significance
Eligible as a Structure
, . 430 South of Merit. Not eligible
1 IRC Environmental Consulting Fourth Street 1950 for California Register
or City Landmark
Surface parking lot associated wit| 442 South -
2 430 South Fourth Street Fourth Street N/A Not Eligible
Surface parking lot associated wit| 448 South -
8 430 South Fourth Street Fourth Street N/A Not Eligible
, . . 452 South -
4 Six-unit apartmenbuilding Fourth Street 1957 Not Eligible
460 South .
5 Troy Apartments Fourth Street 1964 Not Eligible
470 South _
6 Alkadee Apartments Fourth Street 1954 Not Eligible
. . . 498 South -
7 Gasoline service station Fourth Street 1950 Not Eligible
Listed Candidate City
: . 167 East Landmark,
e B RESTEnEE William Street L Contributing
Site/Structure
Listed Candidate City
Landmark,
9 Doerr Residence .1.69 25 1909 Contributing
William Street -
Site/Structure,
Structure of Merit
. 148 East .
10 Fourstory apartment building William Street 1965 Not Eligible
. . 502 Suth Listed Structure of
11 Siefert Residence Third Steet 1918 Merit
McCormick Triplex/Spartan 141 East Eligible for CRHR
12 o 1927 and as Lity
Barbershop William Street
LandmarkStructure
. 127 East .
13 Two-story residence William Street 1923 Not Eligible
ListedEligible for
14 Greeninger Residence 488 South Circa CRHRand as a
9 Third Steet 1903 Candidate City
Landmark
ListedEligible for
L 470 Suth NRHP and CRHRand
= M/l Third Street L as aCity Landmark
Structure
452 Suth Circa | Eligible as a Structurg
16 Casa Joya Apartments Third Street 1948 of Merit
. 420 uth 1956 -
17 Metro Garden Patio Apartments Third Street 1957 Not Eligible
- 418 Suth ListedEligible for
e AL Third Sreet | 1891 | NRHP and CRHRand
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Table 3.2-1: Buildings Within 200 Feet ofthe Site
Building - Year -
No. Building Name Address Built Significance
as aCity Landmark
Structure
Eligible for CRHR
19 Griffiths Apartments 405 Suth 1950 and as £andidate
Foutth Street .
City Landmark
- 439 Suth -
20 Metro Station Apartments FourthStreet 1960 Not Eligible
. : 451 Suth Listed Structure of
21 Hollister Residence FourthStreet 1864 Merit
Notes The rows shaded in grey are currently | isted
Building No. 12 was not specifically called out in the historic report. The significance was obtained
thehistoric report prepared fétile No. H17004 South Fourth Mixedlse projet

Based on the reconnaissance survey, there are two vacandasehuilding (490 South Third

Street) that is not age eligible for listing as a historic resource. The remaining 19 parcels includes 20
buildings. Of the 20 buildings, 10 buildings were constructed between 1950 and 1965, six buildings
were constructed beeen 1918 and 1948, and four buildings were constructed between 1864 and

1909. Architectural styles identified include Victorian, Queen Anne, Neoclassical, Craftsman,
Spanish Eclectic, National, Mission Revival, Renaissance Revival, Midcentury Modeamiie

Moderne, Minimal Traditional, vernacular, utilitarian, and contemporary. None of these architectural

styles are predominant within the area.

Based oT r e a n ovisldllagsessment, none of theldingsconstructed betweet®50and1965
have anyindividual historic architectural significanc&rchives & Architecturdoundthe Griffiths
Apartments (405 South Fourth Streedtentially eligible for listing in the CRHR and a€andidate
City Landmarkand noted that it woultequire a more intendevel investigation for actual listing.

Of the buildings constructed from 1918 to 194 structures located at 141 East William Street,

127 East William Streeaind452 South Third Streetere not previously listed ontl@i t y 6 s
Resources Inventp. BasedorAr ¢ hi v e s a n drecdnnassance irvdy,uhe eiped il
East William Streetvas found potentially eligible for listing in the CRHR and &aadidateCity
Landmark.Although the properties 427 East William Streetnd452 SouthThird Streetmaintain

Hi

theirarchitectural styles arftavenot had significant alterations; neither stands out as a unique or

exceptional example of its historic architectigife.

Refer to AppendixC for a photo and description of each property @alle3.2-2 for a summary of
the reconnaissance survey.

Table 3.2-2: Reconnaissance Survey Summary Table
Previously
Number of Construction . Identified | Significantly

Parcels/Buildings Date Architectural Style Historic Altered Notes
Resources

2 parcels N/A N/A 0 Vacant

lots
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Table 3.22: Reconnaissance Survey Summary Table

Previously
Number of Construction . Identified Significantl
Parcels/Buildings Date Architectural Style Historic E?B\Itered ) Notes
Resources
- Not age
1 building 2007 Contemporary (1) 1 eligible
Midcentury Modern
(1), Minimal
- Traditional (1),
10 buildings 19501965 Streamline Modernd 0 0
(1), vernacular (6),
utilitarian (1)
Craftsman (2),
Neoclassical (1),
6 buildings 19181948 | Mission Revival (1), 3 0
Renaissance
Revival (1),Spanish
Eclectic (1)
Victorian (1),
4 buildings 18641909 Queen Anne (2), 4 0
National (1)

None of the buildings on the project site are eligible as a historic district under local criterion. All

Historic District Evaluation

three buildings reflect different periods of residential development in the downtown and have
different architectural styles.

3.2.2

Impact Discussion

For the
the project:

purpose

of

det er mi

ning

t he

sigouldf i cance

1) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resosueat to
CEQA Guidelines Sectioh5064.5?

2)

to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5?

3)

Causea substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant

Disturb any human remains, including those inteme$ide of dedicated cemeteries?

In addition to the thresholds listed abovsjgnificant impact would occur in the City of San José if

the project would demolish or cause a substantial adverse change to one or more properties identified

as a City LandmarkCandidate City LandmarlCity Landmark Historic District, o€andidateCity
Historic District Landmark

3.2.21

Project Impacts

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5?
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Buildings On-Site

The proposed project includes demolitiortloeeexisting buildings ofsite which are over 50 years

in age As mentioned previous|ynone of these buildings would kégible for listingunder the

NRHP, CRHR, oas a Candidate City Landmaikhe residencecated at 459 South Fourth Street is

not associated with significant events or with persons of local significance. While the building
consists of some National style architectural characteristics, it is not a distinguished example of this
architectural tyle. Therefore, the 459 South Fourth Street residence would not be eligible for listing
under the NRHP and CRHR and is not eligible for listing as a Candidate City Landmark. In regard to
historic integrity, the building retains its integrity of locatiassociation, and feeling.

The multifamily residence located at 48%9 South Fourth Street is not representative of any
important patterns of development within San José nor is the building a distinguished example of the
Spanish Colonial Revival architiecal style. Additionally, the residence is not associated with

persons of local significance. Therefore, the-468 South Fourth Street residence would not be

eligible for listing under the NRHP and CRHR and is not eligible for listing as a Candidate Cit
Landmark. In regard to historic integrity, the building retains its integrity of design, materials, and
workmanship.

The multifamily residence located at 475 South Fourth Street is not representative of any important
patterns of development within Sdnsé and no person of significance appears to have lived at the
property. The site does not consist of any special architectural design. Therefore, the 475 South
Fourth Street residence would not be eligible for listing under the NRHP and CRHR and is not
eligible for listing as a Candidate City Landmark. In regard to historic integrity, the building retains
its integrity of design, materials, and workmanship.

As mentioned previously, the singi@mily residence located at 459 South Fourth Street is lested
Structure of Merit under t hMhileGtruttyed ef Métiidehodb r i ¢ Re
qualify as historical resources under @EQA, theC i t Gedesal Plan includes land use policies

that address structures of lesser historic signifieamherefore,ray development that includes
demolition of a structure eligible for or 1liste
required to salvage the resourceod6s buusdofli ng mat
those elerants and materials and avoid the energy costs of producing new and disposing of old

building materials consistent with General Plan Policy184. Consistent with the Downtown

Strategy 2040 FEIR, the project shall include the following conditions.

Standard Permit Conditions:

1 Documentation.Prior to the demolition of any Structure of Merit, the structure shall be
photedocumented to an archival level consisting of selected views of the building to the
following standards:

o Cover sheet The documentation shall include a cover sheet identifying the
photographer, providing the address of building, common or historic name of the
building, date of construction, date of photographs, and photograph descriptions.

0 Lenses No soft focus lense Lenses may include normal focal length, wide angle
and telephoto.

The Mark Residential Project 55 Draft SupplementdtIR
City of San José April 2021



Filtersi Phot ogr apher 6s choi ce. Use of a pol ar |

View - Perspective vieviront and other elevations. All photographs shall be
composed to give primary consideaatito the architectural and/or engineering
features of the structure with aesthetic considerations necessary, but secondary.

o Lighting - Sunlight is usually preferred for exteriors, especially of the front facade.
Light overcast days, however, may provideresatisfactory lighting for some
structures. A flash may be needed to cast light into porch areas or overhangs.

o Technical All areas of the photograph must be in sharp focus.

The project shall coordinate the submission of the pdotumentation, inclling the

original prints and negatives, to History San José. Digital photos may be provided as a
supplement to the above phatocumentation, but not in place of it. Digital photography

shall be recorded on a CD and shall be submitted with the above ddatiore The above
documentation shall be accompanied by a transmittal stating that the documentation is

submitted as a Standard Measure to address the loss of the historic resource which shall be
named and the address st aHigdicPaesedvationoOfficed i nat e d

1 Relocation or SalvagePrior to demolition, the City will offer the singfamily residence
for relocation. The Cityds Aoffer for reloca
circulation, posted on a website, arabfed on the sites for a period of no less than 30 days.
In the event that relocation is not possible, prior to demolition the structure and site shall be
retained a reasonable period of time as determined by the Director of Planning and made
available forsalvage to the general public and companies facilitating the reuse of historic
building materials.

With implementation of the identified Standard Permit Conditions, redevelopmém pfdposed
project would have a less than significant impacon-site historic resources.

Impacts to Properties Adjacent to the Project Site

Buildings within 200 feet of the project site have been found to qualify as historic resources under
CEQA. As described above, listed in Tablg-B.and further analyzed in Appendz two buildings
(Buildings 151 Mojmir Apartments at 470 South Third Streeid 18 Rucker Mansion at 418 South
Third Streel have been found to be eligible for listing in the NRK#®Ry buildings (Buildings 12
McCormick Triplex/Spartan Barbershop @l1East William Streetl4- Greeninger Residence at

488 South Third Streel8, and 19 Griffiths Apartments at 405 South Fourth Stjdetve been

found to be eligible for listing under the CRHR and as a Candidate City Landmark and two buildings
(Buildings 8 and 9) arkisted Candidate City LandmarkBuilding 15 is listed as a City Landmark
Site/ Structure i n tlhventofiBuilgings8- Wright Residence dt6R Basto ur c e s
William Streetand 9- Doerr Residence 4169 EastWilliam Streetare also listed Contributing

Structures within the Reed City Landmark Historic District. In addition, two building (Building 1

IRC Environmental Consultingt430 South Fourth Streahd 16- Casa Joya Apartmends 470

South Third Streg¢thave been identified as eligible Structures of Merit nelebuildings (Building

9, 11- Siefert Residence at 502 South Third Straetl 21- Hollister Residence at 451 South Fourth
Stree} are listed Structures of Merit. Three (Buildings 12, 14, and 15) are immediately adjacent to
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the project site and share property boundaries.

The project is not an addition to or alteration of an existing tstesource; therefore, the Secretary

of the Interiords Standards for Rehabilitation
adjacent historicresourceckh e Secr et ary of the | nt amrincudeds St an:t
in Appendix C ofthis document for informational purposes oribyie to the concentration of

identified historic resources adjacent to the project dite proposed project was assessed for

consistency with th2004San José Downtown Historic Design Guidelines the 201%an José

Downtown Design Guidelineand Standard® evaluate whethehe proposed project would result

in a significant impacto any of the identified historic resources

2004 San José Downtown Historic Design Guidelines

The 2004 Draft San José Downtown Historic Design Guide(@@34Historic Guidelines) provide
criteria for addressing new construction adjacent to historic resources. The Histiigdines

identify eight contextual elements for new construction adjaodmstoric resources. These elements
are: lot patterns; massing; facades; corner elements; rear facades; entries; exterior materials, and
vehicular and pedestrian access.

Lot Pattern. Retain and respect historic lot patterns on the street.

Analysis: The lot pattern in the neighborhoodntains a mix of narrow parcels with singgenily
residences and larger parcels with mtdtnily residencesAll buildings have front setbacks with
landscaped areas along the street frontage

The projectwould combingwo parcels. The project footpridbes not include articulation that

reinforces the historic patterns in the area of South Fourth Street between East San Salvador Street
and East William StreeThe project would have an approximately fiot front seback from the
sidewalk. Although the base of the building is divided midtiple sections along South Fourth

Street, here is no articulatioon the street level or entrance patteha are similar in size and

proportion to the surrounding lots. Theyed, the proposed project size would not be compatible with
the lot pattern guideline.

Massing.Retain and respect the massing of historic buildings on a street.

Analysis: The neighborhood consists of gabled or hipped sifagtély residenceandtwo- to three

story apartment buildings with flat roofs. The propo28dtoryresidential towewould be taller

than all the other buildings in the area. The proposed building would not steprdbeightat the
front of sidesThe massing is articulatedb ove t he third fl oor and the
Although this would result in articulated side facades, the overall height, massing, and scale of the

tower would be larger compared to the surrounding buildidgs result, the building desigvould

not be consistent with the massing element oHis¢oric Guidelines.

FacadesRetain and respect the historic patterns of historic facades on a street.

Analysis: There is no consistent fagade pattern in this neighborfidwtefore, this guideline is not
applicable to the proposed project.
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Corner Elements.Retain historic scale and relationships of corner buildings on the block and in the
urban Downtown Core.

Analysis: The project site is located within the interior of the block. This guideline is not applicable
to the proposed project.

Rear FacadesRetain and respect features of existing historic rear facades and sites, taking into
consideration the pedestriand loading access from secondary streets, parking lots and alleys.

Analysis: There are no consistent rear facade features in the area. This guideline is not applicable to
the proposed project.

Entries. Retain and respect the scalehsttoric entrieghat connect the buildings to the street.

Analysis:Although he entries of theuildings in the area are not consistehé proposed project
provides a pedestrian entry along South Fourth Stféetbuilding would consist of metal awnings
at the fronfacade which would provide a compatible pedestrian scale. Therefopepjbetwould
be consistent with applicable components of this guideline

Exterior Materials. New building materials should match historic materials where possible. New
materials shold be compatible with historic materials in scale, proportion, design, color finish,
texture, and durability.

Analysis: The buildings in the neighborhood utilize a variety of building materials such as stucco,
wood siding, brick, wood windows and trimpad doors and trim, metal windows with no trim,
composition shingles, and red tile roofs. Most of the historic buildings in theisesauccq wood
cladding, and shingles on the exterior

The proposed building woulgse cast concrete panels, mgk@hels smooth plaster, and glazing and
would be compatible with the historic resourcEserefore, the proposed building would be
consistent with the exterior materials element ofHigtoric Guidelines.

Vehicular and Pedestrian AccessRetain significat historic vehicular and pedestrian access
patterns of historic buildingsjtes,and streets.

Analysis:Driveways to garages or carports are located along South Fourth Badestrian access
is currently provided along South Fourth Street.

The proposed access patterns would be compatible with historic structures, sites, and streets.
Therefore, the project would be compatible with the vehicular and pedestrian access eléhsen
Historic Guidelines.

Of the eigh2004Historic Guidelines, the project would comply with three of #®4Historic

Guidelines (entries, exterior materials, and pedestrian and vehicular atbesgjoposed project
would not comply with the lopatterns and massing elements of28@4Historic Guidelines. The
remaining three elements (fagades, corner elements, and rear fagades) are not applicable.
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City of San José 2019 Downtown Design Guidelimed Standards

Similar to the 2004 Historic Dagn Guidelines, the 2019 San José Downtown Design Guidelines and
Standards (2019 Design Guidelireesl Standardgprovides a framework of relevant criteria for

addressing new construction adjacent to eligible historic resources. The 2019 Design Guaaelines
Standard$ ncl ude a series of AFramework Planso that
Downtown.Standardgl.2.2Massing Relationship to Conteathd 4.2.4Historic Adjacencywould be
applicableto the project

A site has Historic Adjacency whenyaaof these are true:

a) At least 50 percent of buildings fully or partially within 200 feet are on the San José Historic
Resources Inventory (HRI) or are eligible for HRI listing;

b) The site is within 100 feet of a Designated or Candidate City Landmark oibcoot to a
district or conservation area; and

c) The site is adjacent to a historic building on the HRI or eligible for HRI listing

Buildings 14, 15, and 21 are consideredndinadj ace
StandardsBuildings 14 and 15 are eligible for listing in the CRHR and @andidate City
Landmark or City Landmark Structuaad Building 21 is a listed Structure of Merit.

Standard4.2.2i Massing Relationship to ContexThe following discusses the height traios,
width transition, and rear transition standards.

Height Transition i New development, 100 feet tall or greater, located adjacent to a historic
building that is up to 45 feet in height must step back at least five feet from the front parcel or
setbak line at a height between 25 to 50 feet.

Analysis: The proposed building would be up to 274 feet tall to the top of the structure and would be
located adjacent to historic buildings that are less than 45 feditalproposed buildingiould have

a five foot setback from the property line at the lower leggbsto the second floor at the southern
section above the driveway entry and up to the third floor at the northern section above the lobby
area) The front fagade of the upper floors would extemthe property lineAs currently proposed,

the proposed building design would not meet this standard.

Width Transition i New development located adjacent to a historic building must include gaps in
the podium level above the ground floor to divide iteetfacing massing into segments of no more
than 30 feet wider than the widest part of the historic building. The gap must be five feet minimum in
width and depth.

Analysis: The building widths along both sides of South Fourth Street range from apptelirs
feet to 130 feefThe proposetbwer divides floors three 3 into two sections with a Hbot wide
gap.The streefacing massing is divided into approximately-f8®t and 92foot sections which are
consistent with the existing widthEherefore, the design would be compatible wiik gtandard

Rear Transition i New development, 100 feet tall or greater, located adjacent to a historic building
45 feet tall or short must maintain a transitional height of 70 feet or less within the first 20 feet from
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the property line.

Analysis:As mentioned previously, the progasbuilding would be up to 274 feet tall to the top of

the structureand there are historic buildings located along the rear of the property tiegroject

would be 26 feet and six inches abarade at the rear property line and the upper floors &loor

three to 23) would be setback 14 feet and five inches from the property line (above the podium level).
The projectwould provide a transitional height of 26 feet which is lower than the identified 70 foot
transitional heighandwould be within 14 feetrad five inches from the property line which is
inconsistent with the 20 fosetbackThe proposed building should be designed to be 70 feet in

height and 20 feet from the rear property lifilke proposed building would not be consistent with

this standard

Standard4.24 7 Historic Adjacency The massing, facade, elements, and ground floor standards are
discussed below.

Massing

a) RelatePodium Level® building massing to the scale oflistoric Context® buildings.

Analysis: The proposethuilding podium would be 26 feet and six inches tall at the rear that provides

a transition in massing between the proposed building and the adjacent historic bulldéngisie

el evations are broken into sectvwtheatsirdftbore t o t he
Although the building does not step back to provide a podium level as described in tH2e2QfiD
Guidelinesand Standardshe base is compatible to the adjacent buildimgs. proposed building

design is consistent with this Standard

b) Design buildings with rectilinear rather than curved and diagonal forms.
Analysis: The proposed building design is consistent with this Standard.

c¢) Use cornice articulation at thePodium Levelat a height comparable to the heights dflistoric
Contextbuildings.

Analysis: There is a cornicéke bandlocated above thgecondloor which would align with the
adjacent roof eave$he use of metal awnings at the front facade would provide a cabipdeight
to the adjacent ground floorEhe proposed building design is consistent with this Standard.

d) UseStreetwallcontinuity with Historic Contextbuildings.

Analysis: The historic context buildingsen South Third Street are set back appratety 15 feet
from the sidewalk while the historic context building on South Fourth Street is set back
approximately 75 feefThe proposed buildindesign is set back five feet at the lower floors isnd
not compatible with this Standard.

15 The podium level is below 70 feet in height.
¥ The building(s)tat cause the proposed building to have histor.i
context.
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Facade

e) Use aticulation that creates facade divisions with widths similar taHistoric Context
buildings on the same side of the street.

Analysis: The building facade arearticulaed by setbacks and projectiaimilar to the historic
context buildingsThe proposed divisions othe front facade is wider than the histarantext
building on the same side of the blolblit compatible with the existing widtla$ the historic and
surrounding buildingsn the blockThe proposed building design is consistent with this Standard.

f) Do not simulate historic architecture to achieve these guidelines.

Analysis: The proposed building does not simulate historic architectine proposed building
design is consistent withis Standard.

g) Place windows on facades visible from the windows of the adjacettistoric Context
buildings.

Analysis: The proposed design would haesidentialscaled windows on all exterior facadébe
first two floors of theear andvestelevdionsareadjacent to théistoric context buildinggo not
have any openings since the parking gaegtloading spaces would leeated in that area of the
building. The proposed building designnst consistent with this Standard.

Elements

h) Use some building materials that respond télistoric Contextbuildings.

Analysis: The nearby historic resources use stucco, wood cladding, and shingles on the exterior. The
proposed building wouldse cast concrete panels, m@iahels smooth plastestone claddingand

glazing. The tower would be primarily stucco with concrete parwisistent with many of the
surrounding historic context buildings. The proposed building would be consistent with this
Standard.

i) The new materials should be compatible with historic materials in scale, proportion, design,
finish, texture, and durability.

Analysis: The proposed building materiak®uld beconsistent with the scalproportion, design,
finish, texture,and durablity of materials in the area. The proposed building design is consistent with
this Standard.

Ground Floor

) Space pedestrian entries at similar distancelistoric Contextbuilding entries.

Analysis: This Standard is not applicable. Pedestrantries are located within each building, as they
are detached residences and smaller apartment buildings.
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k) Create a ground floor with a similar floor to ceiling height as nearbyHistoric Context
buildings.

Analysis: The nearby historic buildings asengle or multi-family residential buildings of lower

heights. The project design would include awnings and a clearly defined podium level which would
bring the ground floor height to the pedestrian scale. The proposed building design is consistent with
this Standard.

The proposed project is not compatible with the historic context buildung$oheight transition,
width transition, rear transition, building setback, and proposed window placement

For a project to cause a substantial adverse chartige gignificance of a historical resource, it must
demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that convey the
resourcesod6 historic significance and accounts f
Candida¢ City Landmark, or Landmark Districthe projectwould not comply vith thelot patterns

and massing elementstbie 2004Historic Guidelinesandwould not be consistent wittStandard

4.2.2 (a) Height Transitiorgtandardt.2.2 (c) Rear Transitioigtandardt.2.4 (d) streetwall

continuity, andStandard}.2.4 Standard (g¥indow placementinder the2019DowntownDesign

and Standard&Vhile not in full compliance with the applicable 2004 and 2019 guidelines and
standards, obalance the project was found to be in substantial compliance. As a result, the proposed
project would not impact the integrity of the adjacent historic resources and the resources would
continue to convey their significance. TherefdheeHistoric Resoures Evaluatioprepared by
TreanorHLconcludedhatthe proposed project would have a less than significant impact on

historical resource$Same Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact)]

Vibration Impacts Resulting from Project Construction

As noted aboveof a project to cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of the

identified historic resources near the project, it must demolish or materially alter in an adverse

manner those physical characteristics that convey thenesoe s & hi st ori c signi fic
for their identification as San José Historic Landmarks (or candidate landmarks), or eligibility for

listing on the CRHR.

Based on the Noise and Vibration prepared for the site (refgrgendixE of this documat),

constructiorof the proposed projeetould havethe potential to generate vibration levels of 0.08

in/sec PPV or more dree listoric buildings withins0 feet of the project sitduildings 14 and 15

are |isted in the CitotygastElgibleiorcCRIER andior NReIRamdiasaes | nv
Candidate City Landmark or City Landmark Structure. Additionally, the Building 12, located at 141

East William Street, was determined to be potentially eligible for listing under CRHR and as a City
Landmark Stucture.

As discussed isection3.4 Noise and Vibrabn andAppendixE of thisdocumentwith
implementation of Mitigation Measures NQI1 to NO}2.3 and the Standard Permit Conditions,
groundborne vibration impacts associated with prajeostruction would be less than significant.
[Same asApproved Project (Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)]
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b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Gudelines Section 150645

General Plan Policy ERO0.1 states that for proposed development sites that have been identified as
archaeologically or paleontologically sensitive, the City will require investigation during the
planning process in order to determine whether potentigityfeant archaeological or

paleontological information may be affected by the project and then require, if needed, that
appropriate mitigation measures be incorporated into the project design. A litsesitck was
completed for the projéevhichidenified the site as havinigw to moderate potential for Native
American resources and high potential for histeria archaeological resources.

Consistent with the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR, the following Standard Permit Conditions shall
beimplemented  the projecto reduce and avoid impacts to as yet unidentified archaeological

resources

Standard Permit Conditions:

The project applicant shall implement the following measures during construction:

1 Subsurface Cultural Resourceslf prehistoric or historic resources are encountered during
excavation and/or grading of the site, all activity within &gt radius of the find shall be
stopped, the Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcemeheddirector's designee
and the Cityds Historic Preservation Officer
shall examine the find. The archaeologist shall 1) evaluate the find(s) to determine if they
meet the definition of a historical or arcloémgical resource; and (2) make appropriate
recommendations regarding the disposition of such finds prior to issuance of building
permits. Recommendations could include collection, recordation, and analysis of any
significant cultural materials. A report findings documenting any data recovery shall be
submitted to Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement or the Director's designee
and the Cityodés Historic Preservation Officer
applicable). Project persoabhshall not collect or move any cultural materials.

1 Human Remains.If any human remains are found during any field investigations, grading,
or other construction activities, all provisions of California Health and Safety Code Sections
7054 and 7050.5 arfublic Resources Code Sections 5097.9 through 5097.99, as amended
per Assembly Bill 2641, shall be followed. If human remains are discovered during
construction, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area
reasonablysuspected to overlie adjacent remains. The project applicant shall immediately
notify the Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement or the Director's designee
and the qualified archaeologist, who shall then notify the Santa Clara County Coitmer.
Coroner will make a determination as to whether the remains are Native American. If the
remains are believed to be Native American, the Coroner will contact the Native American
Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours. The NAHC will then designiest
Likely Descendant (MLD). The MLD will inspect the remains and make a recommendation
on the treatment of the remains and associated artifacts. If one of the following conditions
occurs, the landowner or his authorized representative shall work witattoner to reinter
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the Native American human remains and associated grave goods with appropriate dignity in a
location not subject to further subsurface disturbance:

0 The NAHC is unable to identify a MLD or the MLD failed to make a
recommendation within8hours after being given access to the site.

The MLD identified fails to make a recommendation; or

The landowner or his authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the
MLD, and mediation by the NAHC fails to provide measures acceptable to the
landowner.

With implementation of these Standard Permit Conditions, impacts to unknown subsurface cultural
resources would be less than significgBame Impact as Approved Project (Less Than
Significant Impact)]

c) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
dedicated cemeteries?

The project would be required to follow procedures according to the California Health and Safety
Code and Public Resources Code if any human remains are found during field investjgefeons
Standard Permit Conditions abovA$ a result, any significant impacts to human remains would be
less than significanfSame Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impag}

3.2.2.2 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
cumulative cultural resources impact?

The geographic study areathe projecsite and surrounding area (within 1,000 feet of the project
site).

Historic Structures

As mentioned previouslyione of the buildingen the project site amigible for listing under the
NRHP, CRHR, or as a Candidate City Landmakile the singlefamily residence located at 459
South Fourth Street is listed as a Structure of M8tiucures of Merit do not qualify as historical
resources under CEQAherefore, the loss of these buildings would not be cumulatively
considerablelNew Less Than Significant Cumulative Impact (Cumulative Significant
Unavoidable Impact)]

Subsurface Resources

With implementation of the Standard Permit Condition, impacts to subsurface resourcebavould
less than significant. Consistent with the findings of the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR, the project
would not a have cumulatively considerable impact on subseidrchaeological resourcgsame

Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)]
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3.3 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Thefollowing discussion is based in part on a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment prepared by
Partna Engineering and Science, Ino. August 2019. A copy of this report is included as Appendix
D of this document

3.3.1 Environmental Setting

3.3.1.1 RegulatoryFramework
Overview

The storage, use, generation, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials and waste are highly
regulated under federal and state laws. Federal regulations and policies related to development
include the Comprehensive Environmental Responsmpénsation, and Liability Act, commonly
known as Superfund, and the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. In California, the EPA has
granted most enforcement authority over federal hazardous materials regulations to the California
Environmental Proteatn Agency (CalEPA). In turn, local agencies have been granted responsibility
for implementation and enforcement of many hazardous materials regulations under the Certified
Unified Program Agency (CUPA) program.

Worker health and safety and public safety key issues when dealing with hazardous materials.
Proper handling and disposal of hazardous material is vital if it is disturbed during project
construction. Cal/lOSHA enforces state worker health and safety regulations related to construction
activities. Regulations include exposure limits, requirements for protective clothing, and training
requirements to prevent exposure to hazardous materials. Cal/OSHA also enforces occupational
health and safety regulations specific to lead and asbestos invessgatih abatement.

Federal and State

Federal AviatiorRequlationdart 77

Federal Aviation Regulations, Part 77 Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace (FAR Part 77) sets forth
standards and review requirements for protecting the airspace for safe aircraft operation, particularly
by restricting the height of potential structured amnimizing other potential hazards (such as

reflective surfaces, flashing lights, and electronic interference) to aircraft in flight. These regulations
require that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) be notified of certain proposed construction
projects located within an extended zone defined by an imaginary slope radiating outward for several

miles from an airportds runways, or whi dhle woul

ground.

Government Code Section 65962.5

Section 6598.5 of the Government Code requires CalEPA to develop and update a list of hazardous
waste and substances sites, known as the Cortese List. The Cortese List is used by state and local
agencies and developers to comply with CEQA requirements. The Corsegecllides hazardous
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substance release sites identified by the Departmdrdat Substances Control (DTSC) aBtate
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB

California Accidental Release Prevention Program

The California Accidental Release Prevent{€alARP) Program aims to prevent accidental releases

of regulated hazardous materials that represent a potential hazard beyond the bouralaries of
property. Facilities that are required to participate in the CalRfRBram use or store specified

guantites of toxic and flammable substasqhazardous materials) that can havesiéf

consequences if accidentally released. The Santa Clara County Department of Environmental Health
reviews CalARP risk management plans as the CUPA.

AsbestogContaining Matdals

Friable asbestos is any asbestos containing material (ACM) that, when dry, can easily be crumbled or
pulverized to a powder by hand, allowing the asbestos particles to become airborne. Common
examples of products that have been found to contairidréaestos include acoustical ceilings,

plaster, wallboard, and thermal insulation for water heaters and pipes. Common examples of non
friable ACMs are asphalt roofing shingles, vinyl floor tiles, and transite siding made with cement.

The EPA phased ousa of friable asbestos products between 1973 and 1978. National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants guidelines require that potentially friable ACMs be removed
prior to building demolition or remodeling that may disturb the ACMs.

CCRTitle 8, Section1532.1

The Uhited StatesConsumer Product Safety Commission banned the use ebésad painfLBP)
in 1978. Removal of older structures WitBP is subject to requirements outlined by Cal/lOSHA
Lead in Construction StandaildCRTitle 8, Section1532.1 during demolition activities.
Requirements include employee training, employee air monitoring, and dust contB®. ik
peeling, flaking, or blistered, it is required to be removed prior to demolition.

City of San José

Envision San J&s2040 General Plan

The followingpol i ci es in the Cityds Gener al Pl an have
avoiding impacts related ttazards and hazardous materials and are applicable to the project.

General Plan Policies- Hazards and Hazadous Materials

EC6.1 Require all users and producers of hazardous materials and wastes to clearly ident
inventory the hazardous materials that they store, use or transport in conformance
local, state and federal laws, regulations gnidelines.

EC6.2 Require proper storage and use of hazardous materials and wastes to prevent leak
potential explosions, fires, or the escape of harmful gases, and to prevent individua
innocuous materials from combining to form hazardausstances, especially at the tim
of disposal by businesses and residences. Requoper disposal of hazardous materié

"Cal EPA. fCortese List Dat a Ress/alapa.cagevisitecleAncigcereselestd Jun e

The Mark Residential Project 66 Draft SupplementdtIR
City of San José April 2021



General Plan Policies- Hazards and Hazadous Materials

and wastes at licensed facilities.

EC6.4

Require all proposals for new or expanded facilities that handle hazardous matdrial
could impact sensitive uses ite to include adequate mitigation to reduce identified
hazardous materials impacts to less than significant levels.

EC6.5

The City shall designate transportation routes to and from hazardous waste facilitie
part ofthe permitting process in order to minimize adverse impacts on surrounding |
uses and to minimize travel distances along residential and oth@rcwstrial frontages.

EC6.6

Address through environmental review all proposals for new residentiklapdr
recreation, school, day care, hospital, church or other uses that would place a sens
population in close proximity to sites on which hazardous materials are or are likely
located, the likelihood of an accidental release, the risks posenitan health and for
sensitive populations, and mitigation measures, if needed, to protect human health.

EC6.7

Do not approve land uses and development that use hazardous materials that coul
existing residences, schools, day care facilities,neonity or recreation centers, senior
residences, or other sensitive receptors if accidentally released without the incorpot
of adequate mitigation or separation buffers between uses.

EC7.1

For development and redevelopment projects, reguvea | uat i on of t
historical and present uses to determine if any potential environmental conditions e
that could adversely impact the community or environment.

EC-7.2

Identify existing soil, soil vapor, groundwater and indoor air miation and mitigatior
for identified human health and environmental hazards to future users and provide

of the environmental review process for all development and redevelopment projeci
Mitigation measures for soil, soil vapor and groundwetgtamination shall be designe
to avoid adverse human health or environmental risk, in conformance with regional
and federal laws, regulations, guidelines and standards.

EC-7.3

Where a property is located in proximity to known groundwater contdimimwith
volatile organic compounds or within 1,000 feet of an active or inactive landfill, eval
and mitigate the potential for indoor air intrusion of hazardous compounds to the
satisfaction of the City6s Envateregionahe n
state and federal agencies prior to approval of a development or redevelopment prg

EC7.4

On redevelopment sites, determine the presence of hazardous building materials d
the environmental review process or prior to project agraitigation and remediatior
of hazardous building materials, such as{paiht and asbestasntaining materials,
shall be implemented in accordance with state and federal laws and regulations.

EC-7.5

On development and redevelopment sites, requisoatces of imported fill to have
adequate documentation that it is clean and free of contamination and/or acceptabl
the proposed land use considering appropriate environmental screening levels for
contaminants. Disposal of groundwater from excawation construction sites shall
comply with local, regional, and state requirements.

TR-14.2

Regulate development in the vicinity of airports in accordance with Federal Aviation
Administration regulations to maintain the airspace required for theopafation of
these facilities and avoid potential hazards to navigation.

The Mark Residential Project 67 Draft SupplementdtIR
City of San José April 2021



General Plan Policies- Hazards and Hazadous Materials

TR-14.4 Require avigation and Ano buil dodo ease
limits as well as for acceptance of noise or other aircraft related effects, as rasealed,
condition of approval of development in the vicinity of airports.

CD-5.8 Comply with applicable Federal Aviation Administration regulations identifying
maximum heights for obstructions to promote air safety

CD-5.9 To promote safety and to mininginoise and vibration impacts in residential and work
environments, design development that is proposed adjacent to railroad lines to prg
the maximum separation feasible between the rail line and dwelling units, yards, or
common open space areadiaas and other job locations, facilities for the storage of
toxic or explosive materials and the like. To the extent possible, devote areas of
development closest to an adjacent railroad line to use as parking lots, public street
peripheral landscapinthe storage of nehazardous materials and so forth. In industri
facilities, where the primary function is the production, processing or storage of haz
materials, for new development follow the setback guidelines and other protective
measurescald f or in the Cityds I ndustrial
be located adjacent to or near a main railroad line.

3.3.1.2 Existing Conditions

The project site is developed with two apartment buildings and a Sargléy residence.
Groundwater ossite is estimated at a depth of approximately 11 to 37 feet3sgandwater in the
project area flows in a northeasterly direction.

33.1.3 Project Site andAdjacent Land Use History

In the 1860s, the project block was developed with residential structures which were replaced in the
late 19" and earlyto-mid 20" century by light industrial and residential developmByt1868, the
Southern Pacific &ilroad was constructed along Fourth Street, adjacent to the project site. The
Southern Pacific Railroagsulted in an intensification of industrial development in the area. During
the second half of the &entury, a number of breweries were constructed iarbaThe earliest
breweries in San José were established in the 1850s by German immigrants. The breweries were
surrounded by little cottages which provided housing for the workers. The first brewery, Eagle
Brewery, was located along Market Stréetl87Q a brewery (owned by Phillip Doerr) was
constructed on the north side of William Street between Third andH=Street and was surrounded
by small cottages which housed the workers. Based on the 1891 Sanborn Map fwoestory

cottages with fubwidth front porches were located along South Fourth Street. The-$amgily
residence at 459 South Fourth Street was constructed circa 1900. During the"2eeyt@fy, the
project block was constructed with sindémily and multifamily residences. Thiareeunit

residence located at 48%9 South fourth Street was constructed in 1939. The apartment building
located at 475 South Fourth Street was developed in. 1960

3.3.14 On-Site Sources of Contamination

The project site is not listemh any regulatory datalse. Based on the age of the existing buildings
onsite, it is reasonable to assume that ACMsl=BE may be present in the buildings.
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3.3.1.5 Off-Site Souces of Contamination

The Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) identified 43teffacilities witha 0.25mile

radius of the project site. Of the 43-gitefacilities, 11 are located upgradient to the site. Based on

the Phase | ESA, none of the 11 sites have had releases. The remainingite2fadilities are

located eithecross gradientr downgadient to the siteNone of the offsite facilities were

determined to represent a significant environmental concern for the project site because 1) no release
has occurred, 2) the distance of the facility from the project site and/or the locatiomedétse

relative to groundwater flowB) the site has no reported violations,4t he si t e has been
Further Actionodo or fACase CIl os,erdb)anodingceithe appropr
groundwater sampling did not identify any contaminatio

3.3.2 Impact Discussion
NewLess
New than NewLess Same Impact Less
Potentially Significant than P Impact than
o ) R as Approved
Significant with Significant - Approved
s Project .
Impact Mitigation Impact Project
Incorporated

Would the project:

a) Create asignificant hazard to the public ] ] ] X ]
or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardou
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the publ ] ] ] X ]
or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle ] ] ] X ]
hazardous oacutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
onequarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included ] ] ] X ]
a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Coc
Section 65962.5 and, as a reswibuld
it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport ] ] ] X ]
land use plan or, where such a plan he
not been adopted, within two miles of
public airport or pulit use airport,
result in a safety hazaod excessive
noise for people residing or working in
the project area?
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NewLess

New than NewLess Same Impact Less
Potentially Significant than P Impact than
- . Lo as Approved
Significant with Significant Proiect Approved
Impact Mitigation Impact ) Project
Incorporated

Would the project:

f) Impair implementation of or physically ] ] ] X ]
interfere with aradopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuatic
plan?

g) Expose people or structuresther ] ] ] X ]
directly or indirectlyto a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires?

Similar to the capacity buildut evaluated in the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR, the proposed
project would result in less than significant hazards and hazardous impacts, as described below.

3.3.2.1 Project Impacts

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materia®

Construction

While the Phase | ESA did not identify any evidence of significant envieotal concerns related to

past or present activities @ite and offsite, a portion of the site may have been occupied by a
brewery cellar processing area and kiln. In addition, a potential heating oil tank may have been
present at the adjacent propemgar the 475 South Fourth Street boundary. Construction activities
onsite has the potential to expose construction workers and/or nearby residences to soil, soil vapor,
and groundwater contamination.

Impact HAZ -1: A portion of the site may have been og@dby a brewery cellar processing
area and kiln and a potential oil heating tank may have been present at the
adjacent property near the 475 South Fourth Street bourtamgtruction
activities associated with the proposed project could potentiallysexpo
construction workers and/or nearby residents to soil, soil vapor, and
groundwater contamination.

Mitigation Measure

MM HAZ -1.1: A Site Management Plan (SMP) shall be prepared by a qualified
environmental professional prior to the issuancegraing permit to reduce
or eliminate exposure risk to human health and the environment, specifically,
potential risks associated with the presence of contaminated soils, soil vapor,
and/or groundwater.
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At a minimum, the SMP shall include the following:

1 Stockpile management including dust control, sampling, stormwater

pollution prevention and the installation®&st Management Practices

(BMP9

Proper disposal procedures of contaminated materials

Monitoring, reporting, and regulatory oversight notificagso

1 A health and safety plan for each contractor working at the site that
addresses the safety and health hazards of each phase of site operations
with the requirements and procedures for employee protection

1 The health and safety plan will also outline gopoil and or
groundwater handling procedures and health and safety requirements to
minimize worker and public exposure to contaminated soil/and or
groundwater during construction.

= =4

The SMP shall be provided to the Supervising Environmental Planner of the

City of San Jos®epartment oPlanning, Building and Code Enforcement

and the Environment al Compliance Offic
Environmental Services Department

Implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ 1 would reduce potential hazardougenials impacts
to construction workers, adjacent uses, and the environfentiazardous materials (e.g., any
debris or soil containingBP or coatings) that would be removiedm the site during prept
construction would be properly disposedapproprately (refer to Standard Permit Conditions
below).[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)]

Operation

The proposed project would likely include the use and storage of cleaning supplies and maintenance
chemicals in small quantities similar to operation of the existing buildingstenThe small

guantities of cleaning supplies am@intenance chemicals used®te during project operation

would not pose a risk to adjacent land uses. Based on the edopses of the site, the project would

not create a significant hazard to the publiemvironment from the use, transport, or storage of

these chemical$Same Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact)]

b) Would the project create a signifi@ant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardoL
materials into the environment?

On-Site Contamination

As mentioned irBection3.3.1.4 the project site is not listed in any regulatory database. Since the
buildings onsite were constructed prior to 1978, it is reasonable to assume that ACMs and LBP
materials are present-@ite. The project would be required to implement the followirasn&ard
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Permit Conditions to reduce impacts due to the presence of ACMs and/or LBP:

Standard Permit Conditions:

The project applicant shall implement the following conditions:

1 Conduct a visual inspection/pdemolition survey, and possible sampling in
conformance witlstate and local laws, to determine the presence of ACMs anBr
paint prior to the demolition of esite building(s).

1 Remove all building materials containib®P during demolition activities, in accordance
with Cal/OSHA Lead in Constation Standard, Title 8, California Code of Regulations
(CCR), Section 1532.1, including employee training, employee air monitoring, and dust
control. Dispose any debris or soil containlt®f or coatings at landfills that meet
acceptance criteria for thgpe of lead being disposed.

1 Remove all potentially friabl&CMs in accordance with National Emission Standards for
Air Pollution (NESHAP) guidelines prior to demolition or renovation activities that may
disturb ACMs. Undertake all demolition activitiesancordance with Cal/OSHA
standards contained in Title 8, CCR, Section 1529, to protect workers from asbestos
exposure.

1 Retain a registered asbestos abatement contractor to remove and dispose of ACMs
identified in the asbestos survey performed for theisigEcordance with the standards
stated above.

1 Materials containing more than epercent asbestos are also subject to BAAQMD
regulations. Remove materials containing more tharpaneent asbestos in accordance
with BAAQMD requirements and notifications.

1 Implement the following conditions in accordance with Cal/OSHA rules and regulations,
to limit impacts to construction workers.

9 Prior to commencement of demolition activities, complete a building survey,
includingsampling and testing, to identify and qtify building materials containing
LBP.

1 During demolition activities, remove all building materials contairiB in
accordance with Cal/lOSHA Lead in Construction Standard, Title 8, CCR, Section
1532.1, including employee training, employee air momtpand dust control.

91 Dispose any debris or soil containibBP or coatings at landfills that meet
acceptance criteria for the type of waste being disposed.

With implementation of the Standard Permit Conditions, the project would have a less than
significant impact from ACMs and LBPSame Impact as Approved Project (Less than
Significant Impact)]

Off-Site Contamination

As mentioned previously, thegject site is not listed in any regulatory database and none of the off
site facilities within 0.8mile radius of the site were determined to represent a significant
environmental concern. Therefore, implementation of the project would not exacerbate an existing
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soil or groundwater contamination source and would not impact persons or propersiés [§ame
Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact)]

Dewatering During Construction

The project site would be excavated to a deptipproximately 16 feet bgs for the belgnade
parking garage and would likely encounter groundwater during excavation activisgs.ofiny
groundwater encountered during excavation activities would need to be removed from the site and
disposed. Water discharge produced from constructiontdeng to the sanitary sewer is acceptable
under permit by the City of San José Environmental Service Department Watershed Protection
Division. The maximum duration of a shaerm permit to discharge to the sanitary sewer is one
year. Discharge to the sto drain system requires approval from the San Francisco Bay RWQCB.
As mentioned irSection 4.7 Geology and Saiisthe Initial Study the project shall comply with the
recommendations of an approved geotechnical investigation. As a result, dewatengg dur
construction would not create a significant hazard to the public or the enviroffane Impact as
Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact)]

c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within onguarter mile of an existing or proposed
schooP

The nearest schools to the project site are Notre Dame High School and SJSU, located approximately
290 feet southwest and 400 feet northeast of the projectesifeeatively. The project would

construct a residential tower and would not emit or handle any hazardous materials. In addition, the
project would not use or store hazardous materials in sufficient quantities to pose a health risk to any
nearby school. Impimentation of the Standard Permit Conditions to reduce impacts from ACMs and
LBP would ensure that potentially contaminated materials are properly handled to avoid chemical
releases into the environmefterefore, the proposed project would not preseiskao the

sensitive receptor on any nearby schfféame Impact as Approved Project (Less than

Significant Impact)]

d) Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Seoh 65962.5 and, as a resultyould it
create a significant hazard to the public or the environmer

The proposed project is not located on a sitectvis included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 6538 herefore, the project would not create a
significant hazard to the public or the environm@ame Impact as Approved Project (Less

Than Significant Impact)]

e) If located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the projectes?

BCal EPA. AfCortese. dLisdc eDsas ead Rlessiéapalcdasy/skedl@afup/corteselist
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The Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport is located approximately 2.3 miles northwest
of the project site. The project site is not located within the Norman Y. Mineta San José International
Airport CLUP-defined safety zone or the Airportflunence Area (AIA). For the project site, any

structure exceeding 69 feet in height above grade would require submittal to the FAA for airspace
safety review. As the proposed project would have a maximum height of 250 feet, notification to the
FAA is requred to determine the potential for the project to create an aviation hazard.

The project would be required to follow all applicable General Plan policies (including General Plan
Policy TR-14.2), regulations, and procedures outlined in the CLUP for the&ioly. Mineta San
José International Airpgras well as the Standard Permit Condition below

Standard Permit Condition:

1 FAA Clearance Required.The permittee shall obtain from the Federal Aviation
Admini stration a fADeter mjataita o fodr Nea Hm zkauid
point. The permittee shall abide by any and all conditions of the FAA determinations (if
issued) such as height specifications, rooftop marking/lighting, construction notifications to
the FAA through filing of Form 746@,ad A No Hazar d Deter mi nati ono
The data on the FAA forms shall be prepared by a licensed civil engineer or surveyor, with
location coordinates (latitude/longitude) in NAD83 datum out to hundredths of seconds, and
elevations in NAVD88 datum tmded off to the next highest foot.

Implementation of the Standard Permit Condition would ensure that the project does not result in a
safety hazard or excessive noise exposure due to activities of the Norman Y. Mineta San José
International Airport[Same Impact as Approved Project (Lesshtan Significant Impact)]

f)  Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation pfan

The project would be constructed in accordance with current building and fire codes atdb&voul

required to be maintained in accordance with applicable City policies identified in the Downtown

Strategy 2040 FEIR to avoid unsafe building conditions. The proposed project would not impair or
interfere with the i mpl eQperatibna Planormanycthtewida e Ci t y 6 s
emergency response or evacuation plgesme Impact as Approved Project (Less than

Significant Impact)]

g) Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires?

The project site is located within an urbanized area and it is not adjacent to any wildland areas that
would be susceptible to wildland fires. Implementation of the proposed project would not expose any
people or structures to risk from wildland fir@Same Impact as Approved Project (Less than
Significant Impact)]
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3.3.2.2 Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant
cumulative hazards and hazardous materials$mpact?

The geographic area foazards and hazardous materials is defined as locations within 1,000 feet of

the project site. The project site is not listed in any regulatory database. Since the buildiitgs on

were constructed in 1950 and 1969, it is reasonable to assume that ACMBRimaterials may be

present orsite. The project would be required to implement the identified Standard Permit

Conditions to reduce impacts due to the presence of ACMs and/oandBMlitigation Measure

HAZ-1. 1 t o reduce const ttusesexpasure tovootenkiakcordainaed d adj ac
soil/and or groundwater during constructiés a result, the project would not result in a

cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative hazards and hazardous materials impacts.
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3.4 NOISE

The following discusion is based upon a Noise and Vibration Assessment prepaliéddwyorth &
Rodkin, Incin October2020. A copy of this report is attached in Apperiaf the SEIR.

341 Environmental Setting

34.1.1 Background Information
Noise

Factors that influence sound assiperceived by the human ear, include the actual level of sound,

period of exposure, frequencies involved, and fluctuation in the noise level during exposure. Noise is
measured on a decibel scale, which serves as an index of loudness. The zero dpeihscdkecis

based on the lowest sound level that the healthy, unimpaired human ear can detect. Each 10 decibel
increase in sound level is perceived as approximately a doubling of loudness. Because the human ear
cannot hear all pitches or frequencies,msblevels are frequently adjusted or weighted to correspond

to human hearing. This adjusted unit is known as tweefghted decibel, or dBA.

Since excessive noise levels can adversely affect human activities and human health, federal, state,

and local goernmental agencies have set forth criteria or planning goals to minimize or avoid these
effects. Noise guidelines are generally expressed using one of several noise averaging methods,
including Le, DNL, or CNEL®*These descri ptors are used to meas
exposure, given that there are times when noise levels are higher (e.g., when a jet is taking off from

an airport or when a leaf blower is operating) and times when noise levels are lowelugng lulls

in traffic flows on freeways or in the middle of the nighthaxis the maximum Aweighted noise

level during a measurement period.

Vibration

Ground vibration consists of rapidly fluctuating motions or waves with an average motieno of z
Vibration amplitude can be quantified using Peak Particle Velocity (PPV), which is defined as the
maximum instantaneous positive or negative peak of the vibration wave. PPV has been routinely
used to measure and assess grehorde construction vibriain. Studies have shown that the

threshold of perception for average persons is in the range of 0.008 to 0.012 inches/second (in/sec)
PPV.

191 oqis a measurement of average energy level intensity of noise over a given period of timégitdyevel

(DNL) is a 24hour average of noise levels, with a 10 dB penalty applied to noise occurring between 10:00 PM and
7:00 AM. Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) includes an additional five dB applied to noise occurring
between 7:00 PM and 10:00 PM. Where traffoise predominates, the CNEL and D&k typically within two

dBA of the peakhour Leg
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3.4.1.2 Regulatory Framework
State

California Building Standards Code

The CBC establishes uniform minimum noissulation performance standards to protect persons
within new buildings housing people, including hotels, motels, dormitories, apartments, and
dwellings other than singtamily residences. Title 24 mandates that interior noise levels attributable
to exteior sources not exceed 45ICNEL in any habitable room. Exterior windows must have a
minimum Sound Transmission Class (STC) of 4@atdoorindoor Transmission Class (OITC) of

30 when the property falls within the 65 dBA DNbise contour for a freeway expressway,

railroad, or industrial source.

Regional

The Comprehensive Land Use Plan adopted by the Santa Clara County Airport Land Use
Commission contains standards for projects within the vicinity of San José International Airport,
which are relevarto this project:

Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Commission Comprehensive Land Use PlaPolicies

N-3 Noise impacts shall be evaluated according to the Aircraft Noise Contours presented
Figure 5 of the Land Use Plan (2022 Aircraft Noise Contours)

N-4 No residential or transient lodging construction shall be permitted within the 65 dB CI
contour boundary unless it can be demonstrated that the resulting interior sound leve
be less than 45 dB CNEL and there are no outdoor patios or outdodyautés

associated with the residential portion of a mixed use residential project or -amiiulti
residential project. (Sound wall noise mitigation measures are not effective in reducin
noise generated by aircraft flying overhead.)

City of San José

Envision San José 2040 General Plan

The 2040 General Plan includes noise compatibility guidelines for various land uses. For reference,
these guidelines are providedTiable3.4-1 below.

Table 3.4-1: Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Community Noise in San José

Exterior DNL Value in Decibels
55 60 65 70 75 80

Land Use Category

1. Residential, Hotels and Motels, Hospitg
and Residential Cate

2. Outdoor Sports and Recreation,
Neighborhood Parks and Playgrounds

3. Schools, Libraries, Museums, Meeting
Halls, and Churches
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Table 3.4-1: Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Community Noise in San José

Land Use Category

Exterior DNL Value in Decibels
55 60 65 70 75 80

4. Office Buildings, Business Commercial,
and Professional Offices

5. Sports Arena, Outdoor Spectator
Sports

6. Public and QuadPublic Auditoriums,
Concert Halls, and Amphitheaters

INoise mitigation to reduce interiooise levels pursuant to Policy EIC1 is required.
Normally Acceptable:

Specified |

construction, without any special noise insulatiequirements.
Conditionally Acceptable:

Specified |

mitigation features included in the design.

Unacceptable:

New construction or developmestiould generally not be undertaken because mitigation is usually not feasibl
comply with noise element policieBevelopment will only be considered when technically feasible mitigation i
identified that is also compatible with relevant design guiesli

and use is satisfactory, based upon the assumption that any buildings involved are of normal con

and use may be permitted only after detailed analysis of the noise reduction requirements and ng

Il n addi

tion, the following policies in the

reducing or avoiding impacts related to noise and are applicable to the project.

General Plan Policies Noise and Vibration

EC1l.1

Locate newdevelopment in areas where noise levels are appropriate for the proposeq
Consider federal, state and City noise standards and guidelines as a part of new
development review. Applicable standards and guidelines for land uses in San José

Interior Noise Levels

1

The Cityds standard for interior noi
care facilities, and hospitals is 45 dBA DNL. Include appropriate site and building
design, building construction and noise attenuation techniguesairdevelopment to
meet this standard. For sites with exterior noise levels of 60 dBA DNL or more, &
acoustical analysis following protocols in the Gégopted California Building Code
is required to demonstrate that development projects can meeatidarst. The
acoustical analysis shall base required noise attenuation techniques on expecte
General Plan traffic volumes to ensure land use compatibility and 2040 General
consistency over the life of this plan.

Exterior Noise Levels

1

T h e Caccepyablesexterior noise level objective is 60 dBA DNL or less for
residential and most institutional land uses (TablellE he acceptable exterior noi
level objective is established for the City, except in the environs of the Norman Y
Mineta San JasInternational Airport, the Downtown Core Area, and along major
roadways. For the remaining areas of the City, the following standards apply:

For newmulti-family residential projects and for the residential component of
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General Plan Policies Noise and Vibration

EC1.1
Continued

mixed-use development, use a standard of 60 dBA DNL in usable outdoor a
areas, excluding balconies and residential stoops and porches facing existir
roadways. There will be common use areas available to all residents that m¢
60 dBA exterior tandard. Use noise attenuation techniques such as shielding
buildings and structures for outdoor common use areas.

- For singlefamily residential uses, use a standard of 60 dBA DNL for exterior
noise in private usable outdoor activity areas, sudiaek yards.

EC1.2

Minimize the noise impacts of new development on land uses sensitive to increased
levels (Categories 1, 2, 3 and 6) by limiting noise generation and by requiring use of
attenuation measures such as acoustical enclosuresamnd barriers, where feasible. Tk
City considers significant noise impacts to occur if a project would:

9 Cause the DNL at noise sensitive receptors to increase by five dBA DNL or mor
where the noise |l evels would remain

1 Cause théNL at noise sensitive receptors to increase by three dBA DNL or mor
where noise |l evels would equal or e

EC1.7

Require construction operations within San José to use best available noise suppreg
devices and techniques and | imit cons
Municipal Code. The City considers significant construction noise impactgto iba
project located within 500 feet of residential uses or 200 feet of commercial or office
would:

1 Involve substantial noise generating activities (such as building demolition,
grading, excavation, pile driving, use of impact equipment, oribgillaming)
continuing for more than 12 months.

For such large or complex projects, a construction noise logistics plan that specifies
of construction, noise and vibration minimization measures, posting or notification of
construction schedules, addsignation of a noise disturbance coordinator who would

respond to neighborhood complaints will be required to be in place prior to the start

construction and implemented during construction to reduce noise impacts on neigh
residents and otheses.

EC-1.9

Noise studies are required for land use proposals where known or suspected loud
intermittent noise sources occur which may impact adjacent existing or planned land
For new residential development affected by noise from heavy railfdghBART or
other singleevent noise sources, mitigation will be implemented so that recurring
maximum instantaneous noise levels do not exceed 50 dBA Lmax in bedrooms and
dBA Lmax in other rooms.

EC1.11

Continue to require safe and compatible lasds within the Norman Y. Mineta
International Airport noise zone (defined by the 65 CNEL contour as set forth in Stat
and encourage aircraft operating procedures that minimize noise.

EC2.1

Near light and heavy rail lines or other sources of grduothe vibration, minimize
vibration impacts on people, residences, and businesses through the use of setback
structural design features that reduce vibration to levels at or below the guidelines o
Federal Transit Administration. Require negwdlopment within 100 feet of rail lines to
demonstrate prior to project approval that vibration experienced by residents and vil
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General Plan Policies Noise and Vibration

EC2.1 sensitive uses would not exceed these guidelines.

EC-2.3 Require new development to minimizentinuous vibration impacts to adjacent uses
during demolition and construction. For sensitive historic structures, including ruins 4
ancient monuments or buildings that are documented to be structurally weakened, 4
continuous vibration limit of 0.08 @i/sec PPV (peak particle velocity) will be used to
minimize the potential for cosmetic damage to a building. A continuous vibration limi
0.20 inch/sec PPV will be used to minimize the potential for cosmetic damage at bui
of normal conventionalanstruction. Avoid use of impact pile drivers within 125 feet of
any buildings, and within 300 feet of a historical building, or building in poor conditio
On a projecspecific basis, this distance of 300 feet may be reduced where warrante
technicéstudy by a qualified professional that verifies that there will be virtually no ri
of cosmetic damage to sensitive buildings from the new development during demolit
and construction.

City of San José Municipal Code

The Municipal Codeestricts construction hours within 500 feet of a residential unit to 7:00 AM to
7:00 PM Monday through Friday, unless otherwise expressly allowed in a Development Permit or
other planning approva?.

The Municipal Code limits noise levels to 55 dBAy&t any residential property line and 60 dBA;L
at commercial property lines, unless otherwise expressly allowed in a Development Permit or other
planning approval.

Chapter 20.40.500 of the Municipal Code prohibits outdoor activity, including loadingpswe
landscaping or maintenance that occurs within 150 feet of any residentially zoned property between
the hours of 12:00 AM (midnight) and 6:00 AM.

34.13 Existing Conditions

The project site is locatezh thewestsideof South Fourth Street between East Salvador Street
and East William Street in San José, Califorfitae project site is located in proximity to SISU
approximately 400 feet southweadjacent to the property to the norouth and west are existing
residential anbr commercialanduses. There are residences and commeusiaton the east side
of South Fourth Street:480 is located approximatelylD0 feet to the south of the project site.

A noise monitoring survey was performed in the vicinity of the projectrsite July 21,2020 to

July 23, 2020 to document existing noise levels in the project area and update noise measurements
previously completed in September 2015 for the South Fourth Street-Mbegroject siteThe
monitoring survey includetivo shortterm noise measumgents(ST-1 and ST2) and ondong-term

noise measurements (L) as shown below ifable3.4-2.2! The noise environment at the site and

20The Municipal Code does not establish quantitative noise limits for demolition or construction activities occurring
in the City.

21 The longterm noise measurement was monitored at the same location as the 2015 survey to compare change in
noise levels inte site vicinity over the past five years.
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in the surrounding areas resuprimarily from vehicular traffic along South Fourth Street, East
Salvador Street, and East William Street. Traffic noise fr@®&0and @casional overhead aircraft
associated with the Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport also affect #he nois
environmentin the vicinity of the project site

LT-1 was madetahe rear of 405 South Fourth Street on the shared property line with 439 South
Fourth Street, approximatebp feet from the centerline &outh FourtiStreet.The 2020 noise

levels at [T-1 have an hourly average daytime noise level of 64 dBA (ranging from 61 to 704BA L
during the day) and a nighttime noise level of 58 dBA (ranging from 54 to 62 d&& hight). The
day-night average noise level at £Twas 67 dBA DNL. The noise lelgeat the same location in the
September 2015 noise measurement survey madwaly average daytime noise level of 66 dBA
(ranging from 63 to 69 dBAdqduring the day) and a nighttime noise level of 58 dBA (ranging from
52 to 64 dBA lsqat night). The dgnight average noise level at this location in 2015 was 68 dBA
DNL.

Between the August 2020 and September 2015 noise measurement surveys, a one dBA reduction
measured in DNL and a two dBA reduction in average daytime noise levels was observed. The
changean noise levels is presumed to result from a reduction in traffic trips as a result of €0QVID
While new noise measurements were taken are were shown to be lower than previous data, the
previous data was used for the analysis. This analysis conselywaggames that noise levels at-LT

1 would be equal to or up to one dBA higher than the 2015 measurements ungandemic
conditions. Therefore, it is assumed that1LWould have a noise level of up to 69 dBA DNlable

3.4-2 below summarizes the acoustical locations and measurerbataoise measurement

locations is shown in

Figure3.4-1.
Table 3.4-2: Existing Long-Term Noise Measurements
DNL
. Non-
Measurement Location Lmax | Loy | L@ao | Leg | Loy | Leoy | Measured Pandemic
Level Level

Five feet above
grade, approximately|
ST-1 50 feet from the 75 72 66 62 58 49 65 67
centerline of South
Fourth Street.

16 feet abovegyrade,
approximately 50 fee|
from the centerline of
South Fourth Street.
12 feet above@rade

in front of facade of
405 South Fourth
Street building,
approximately 50 fee|
west of the centerling
of South Fourth
Street.

ST-2 78 72 68 64 60 51 67 69

LT-1 77 73 68 64 60 52 67 69
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Sensitive Receptors

Residences are | ocated adjacent to the projecto
nearestensitive receptors atieeresidences located approximately fivetfeath and20 feetnorth
of the siteThere are additionaksidence$ocated at farther distances.

3.4.2 Impact Discussion
New Less than
New R New Less Same Less
. Significant
Potentially . than Impactas Impact than
S with -
Significant s Significant ~ Approved Approved
Mitigation . .
Impact Impact Project Project
Incorporated

Would the project result in:
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or [ ] ] ] X ]
permanent increase in ambient noise lev
in the vicinity of the project in excess of
standardestablished in the local general
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne ] ] ] X ]
vibration or groundborne noise levels?
c) For a project located within the vicinity of [ ] ] ] X ]

private airstrip or an airport land use plar
or, where such a plan has not been adog
within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expc
peope residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

In conformance with the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR, the project would be required to be
constructed according to General Plan policies and Zoning Ordinance requirements. Impacts as a
result of noise would be less than significant, consistent with the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR, as
described below

Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines states that a project would normally be considered to result in
significant noise impacts if noise levels conflict with adopted environmental standards or plans or if
noise generated by the project would substantiallyesme existing noise levels at sensitive receivers

on a permanent or temporary basis. Based on the applicable noise standards and policies for the site,
a significant noise impact would result if exterior noise levels at the proposed residential uses exceed
60 dBA DNL (except in the environs of the Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport and the
Downtown) and/or if interior dayight average noise levels exceed 45 dBA DNL (General Plan

Policy EG1.1).

The CEQA Guidelines state that a project widfmally be considered to have a significant impact if
noise levels conflict with adopted environmental standards or plans, of if noise levels generated by
the project will substantially increase existing noise levels at 1s@iBsitive receivers on a pememt

or temporary basis. CEQA does not define what noise level increase would be substémtzd. A

dBA noise level increase is considered the minimum increase that is perceptible to the human ear.
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Typically, projectgenerated noise level increaseshoéedBA DNL or greater are considered
significant where resulting exterior noise levels will exceed the normally acceptable noise level
standard. Where noise levels will remain at or below the normally acceptable noise level standard
with the addition of pject noise, a noise level increasdioé dBA DNL or greater is considered
significant.

City of San José Standards

The City of San José relies on the following guidelines for new development to avoid impacts above
the CEQA thresholds aignificance outlined above.

Construction Noise

For temporary constructierelated noise to be considered significant, construction noise levels
would have to exceed ambient noise level$vrsy dBA Leqor more and exceed the normally
acceptable levels &0 dBA Leqat the nearest noisensitive land uses or 70 dBAdlat office or
commercial land uses for a period of more than 12 months.

Operational Noise

Development allowed by the General Pleould result in increased traffic volumes along roadway
throughout San José. The City of San José considers a significant noise impact to occur where

existing noise sensitive land uses would be subject to permanent noise level incrdasesiBA

DNL or more where noise |l eveysAwoeaptdaldigaal |l ovele
dBA DNL or more where noise levels would remain normally acceptable.

Construction Vibration

The City of San José relies on guidance developed by Caltrans to address vibration impacts from
development projects in San José. Bration limit of 12.7 millimeters per second (mm/sec; 0.5
inch/sec) PPV is used for buildings that are structurally sound and designed to modern engineering
standards. A conservative vibration limit of 5.0 mm/sec (0.2 inches/sec) PPV has been used for
buildings that are found to be structurally sound but where structural damage is a major concern. For
historic buildings or buildings that are documented to be structurally weakened, a conservative limit
of 2.0 mm/sec (0.08 inches/sec) PPV is used to prokiglaighest level of protection.

3.4.2.1 Project Impacts

a) Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established ir
the local general plan omoise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies

Operational Noise Impacts

ProjectGenerated Traffic Noise

A significant impact would result if traffic generated by the project would substantially increase
noise levels at sensitive receptors in the vicinity. A substantial increase would occur ifnaisthe
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level increase ifive dBA DNL or greater, with a fure noise level of less than 60 dBA DNL, or b)
the noise level increasetizreedBA DNL or greater, with a future noise level of 60 dBA DNL or
greaterThe existing ambient noise level at tlesidences surrounding the project st&4 dBA

DNL or greaer; therefore, a significant impact would occur if projgenerated traffic would
pemanently increase noise levels by three dBA DNL.

A Local Transportation Analysis was preparedHsxagon Transportation Consultants, liefer to

AppendixH of the SEIR) which included a study of the peak hour traffic turning movements for four
intersectiongSouth Third Street/East San Salvador Street, South Third Street/East William Street,

South Fourth Street/San Salvador Street, and South Fourth Street/Eash\8tlileet)n the project

vicinity. The existing plus project traffic volumes were compared to existing volumes to determine

the projectds contri but i onAttaffic nvide emcrgase ofhessthamt n o i
onedBA was estimated foragh roadway segmeahd, as a resylthe proposed project would have a

less than significardperationatraffic noise impact[Less Impact than Approved ProjeciLess

Than Significant Impact (Significant Unavoidable Impact)]

Mechanical Equipment

The prgosed project would include various mechanical equipment such as heating, ventilation, and
air-conditioning (HVAC), as well as emergency generators, pumps, and cond&ased on the

site plan provided by the applicant, a fire pump room, electrical raamater utility and stormwater
treatment room wuld be located in the basement. Transformer and trash collection rooms are
proposed the ground floor atitk electrical, boiler, and generator rooms are proposed on the lower
roof. At the time the noise divibration assessment was completguecific details such as

manuf act ur eandgsantityandsiger slich ecuipment was not available

Most of the equipment operating on a daily basis would be located within the parking garage or on
the roofbp. These types of equipment would have noise levels ranging from 56 to 66 dBA at a
distance othree feetThe groundevel equipment would receive a minimum noise level reduction of

20 dBA from the building facades. Equipment located within rooms orotiiop would be further

reduced due to the elevation of the noise source. Therefore, mechanical equipment noise due to daily
operationsvould be below 55 dBA DNL at the nearby residential property lines.

A 1,000 kW emergency diesel generator is propaséioe lower roof generator roor@enerators of

this size can produce noise levels of up to 90 dBA at 23 feet if a weather enclosure is included or up
to 80 dBA at 23 feet if a sound enclosure is includée: generators would be operational during

periocs of emergency and for maintenance and testing purposes. During the maintenance and testing
periods, the generatarould runcontinuously for two hours. At a distance of 23 feet, therdgit

average noise level would be 79 dBA DNL with a weather en@asu69 dBA DNL with a sound
enclosureThe proposedenerator roomvould be locatedn the lover roof, approximatel\200 feet

from the nearest residential land usesaAtistance of 200 feand assuming a minimum reduction

of 10 dBA from the intervening buildingearby sensitive receptors would be exposewise levels

of up to 50 dBA DNL with a weather enclosure and up to 40 dBA DNL with a sound enclasure.

result the emergencygeneat or woul d not exceed the Cityds 55
residential property lines.
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The proposed project would be required to implement the following Standard Permit Condition to
ensure the project maintains a noise level of 55 dBA ordliesse shared property lines of nearby
noisesensitive land uses.

Standard Permit Condition:

1 Prior to the issuance of building permits, mechanical equipment shall be selected and
designed to meet the Citydés 5propdtBliReoDNL noi se
nearby noisesensitive land uses. The applicant shall retain a qualified acoustical consultant
to review the mechanical noise equipment to determine specific noise reduction measures
needed to reduce equi pme n tise leweliregugremerds. Noisemp | vy w
reduction measures could include, but are not limited to, selection of equipment that emits
low noise levels and installation of noise barriers, such as enclosures and parapet walls, to
block the lineof-sight between the nassource and the nearest receptors. Other alternate
measures include locating equipment in less regsesitive areas (such as along the building
facades farthest from the nearest residences), where feasible. The findings and
recommendations from the actinal consultant for noise reduction measures shall be
submitted to the Director of Planning, Build
for review and approval prior to the issuance of any building permits.

With implementation of the Standareédmit Condition, the project would have a less than significant
operational noise impact from mechanical equipni&ame Impact as Approved Project (Less
Than Significant Impact)]

Construction Noise Impacts

Noise impacts resulting from construction deg@ipon the noise generated by various pieces of
construction equipment, the timing and duration of ngeseerating activities, and the distance
between construction noise sources and reesisitive areas. Construction noise impacts primarily
result wherconstruction activities occur during noisensitive times of the day (e.g., early morning,
evening, or nighttime hours), the construction occurs in areas immediately adjoiningeTsga/e
land uses, or when construction lasts over extended peritidseofThe project would be
constructed in approximateB4 months with construction beginningJdane 2021

Construction activities generate considerable amounts of noise, especially durirg@artty

activities when heavy equipment is used. Gendeal Policy ECG1.7 requires that all construction
operations within the City use best available noise suppression devices and techniques and limit
construction hours near residential uses per the Municipal Code allowable hours. Additionally, the
City consicers significant construction noise impacts to occur if a pragdotated within 500 feet of
residential uses or 200 feet of commercial or office aselsvould involve substantial noise
generating activities (such as building demolition, grading, exicanaile driving, use of impact
equipment, or building framing) continuing for more than 12 months.

Construction of the proposed project would include demolition of existing structures and pavement,
excavation for the belograde parking garagend to lay foundationguilding erection, paving, and
landscapingTruck trips would be generated from hauling excavated materials and construction
materials While augercast piles would be drilled and pounexgbact pile drivings not proposed
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At a distance of 50 feet from the noise soumstruction equipment would typically range from 85
to 95 dBA Lnax. Constructiorgenerated noise levels drop off at a rate of about six dBA per doubling
of the distance between the source and receptor. Shieldimgildings or terrain can provide an
additional five to 10 dBA noise reduction at distant receptors.

Table3.4-3 below lists the phases of construction and the estimated construction noise levels at
nearby land uses. For purposes of this analysis, the-emsstscenario was assumed, which would
includeeach piece of equipment per phase operating simultaneously.

Table 3.4-3: Estimated Construction Noise Levels at Nearby Land Uses

Calculated Hourly Average Noise Levels, bq(dBA)
Phase of Construction Residentigl & Residentigl & | Residential Residentigl &

Commercial i Commerciali | 7 North (70 | Commercial i

South (70 feet) | East (150 feet) feet) West (65 feet)
Demolition/Site Preparation 84 77 84 84
Shoring Grading/Excavation 83 76 83 84
Below SlabUtilities 78 71 78 79
Foundation/Structure 81 74 81 81
Building-Exterior 81 74 81 81
Bund_mg-lnterlor/ArchltecturaI 77 70 77 78
Coating

Note: Please notéhe distances listed above represents the approximate distance from the center of the p
site to the nearest property line of the adjacent Udes.distance is used to determine the average nois
level throughout the course of construction as @ues throughout the sit&hielding due to intervening
buildings or other barriers is not assumed in this study.

Since project construction would last for a period of more than 12 months and is located within 500
feet of existing sensitive land uses, stvaction of the proposed project would result in a noise
impact.

Impact NOI-1: Existing noisesensitive land uses would be exposed to construction noise
levels in excess of thé i t thiréskold for a period of more than one year.

Mitigation Measures

MM NOI -1.1: Prior to the issuance of any grading or demolition permits, thegbroje
applicant shall submit and implement a construction noise logistics plan that
specifies hours of construction, noise and vibration minimization measures,
posting and notification of construction schedules, equipment to be used, and
designation of a nogsdisturbance coordinattwy the Director of Planning,
Buil ding and Code Enf or.Themosent or Di
disturbance coordinator shall respond to neighborhood complaints and shall
be in place prior to the start of construction and implemesieidg
construction to reduce noise impacts on neighboring residents and other uses.
A telephone number for the disturbance coordinator shall be conspicuously
posted at the construction site. The notice sent to neighbors regarding the
construction schedelshall be included in the posted sign
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As a part of the noise logistic plan and project, construction activities for the
proposed project shall include, but is not limited to, the following best
management practices:

1 In accordance witkseneral PlafPolicy EG1.7, utilize the best available
noise suppression devices and techniques during construction activities.

9 Construction activities shall be limited to the hours between 7:00 AM and
7:00 PM, Monday through Friday. Nmnstruction activities are
permitted on the weekends at sites within 500 feet of a residence (San
José Municipal Code Section 20.100.450).

1 Constructemporary noise barriers around the perimeter of the
construction siteThe barrier can be comprised ohééng, blankets, or a
combination of bothThe temporary noise barrier fences provide noise
reduction if the noise barrier interrupts the {wfesight between the noise
source and receiver and if the barrier is constructed in a manner that
eliminates anygracks or gaps.

1 Equip all internal combustion enghugiven equipment with mufflers,
which are in good condition and appropriate for the equipment.

9 Strictly prohibit unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines.

1 Locate stationary noisgenerating eqpiment such as air compressors or
portable power generators as far as possible from sensitive receptors.
Construct temporary noise barriers to screen stationary-geiserating
equipment when located near adjoining sensitive land uses.

T Use 06qui & dirfccompressarsiasd other stationary noise sources
where technology exists.

9 Construction staging areas shall be established at locations that would
create the greatest distance between the construelaied noise source
and noisesensitive receptordosest to the site during all project
construction.

1 If necessary, erect a temporary noise control blanket along building
facades facing the construction sites.

1 Locate material stockpiles, as well as maintenance/equipment staging and
parking areas, as fas feasible from residential receptors.

T Control noi se from construction worKk
not audible at existing residences bordering the project site.

1 Theproject applicant shall prepare a detailed construction schedule for
majornoisegenerating construction activities. The construction plan shall
identify a procedure for coordination with adjacent residential land uses
so that construction activities can be scheduled to minimize noise
disturbance

1 Notify all adjacent businessegsidences, and other noisensitive land
uses of the construction schedule, in writing, and provide a written
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As shown inTable3.4-4 above, the historic buildings located within 50 feet of the project site would
be exposed to vibration levels ranging from 0.001 to 0.17 in/sec PPV which exceeds the 0.08 in/sec
PPV thresholdor historic buildingsTable3.4-5 below provides a summary of construction

equipment vibration levels atarby conventiondduildingsas well awibration levels geerated by

typical construction equipment at a distance of 25 feet.

Table 3.4-5: Impacts to Nearby Buildings Surrounding the Project Site
PPV Vibration Levels Nearby (in/sec PPV)
Equipment 25 5y ato5feet | PPV atbfeet | PPVatDfeet | PPV 45 feet
feet EastBuilding South Building North Building West Building
Clam shovel drop | 0.202 0.05 1.2 0.6 0.11
soil | 0.0(8 0.002 0.02 0.004 0.002
Hydromill
rock | 0.017 0.004 0.05 0.01 0.004
Vibratory Roller 0.210 0.05 1.2 0.6 0.11
Hoe Ram 0.089 0.02 0.52 0.24 0.05
Large bulldozer 0.089 0.02 0.52 0.24 0.05
Caisson drilling 0.089 0.02 0.52 0.24 0.05
Loaded trucks 0.076 0.02 0.45 0.21 0.04
Jackhammer 0.035 0.01 0.21 0.10 0.02
Small bulldozer 0.003 0.001 0.02 0.01 0.002

At a distance of 25 feetjbratory rollersandclam shovel drops would have the potential to produce
vibration levels of 0.2 in/sec PPV or more at buildings of conventional construction located within
25 feet of the project site (i.e., adjacent buildings to the north and sbhéhjearest building

located south of the site would be exposed to vibration levels ranging fr@noQL® in/sec PPV
which exceeds the 0.20 in/sec PPV threshold for conventional buildiddgionally, the nearest
building to the north would be exposed to vibration levels ranging from 0.004 to 0.24 in/sec PPV.
Constructiorgenerated vibration levelgould fall below the 0.2 in/sec PPV threshold at other
surrounding conventional buildindgrscated 30 feet or more from the project site. Neither cosmetic,
minor, or major damage would occur at conventional buildings located 30 feet or more from the
projectsite.

Construction of the project would generate vibration levels exceeding the General Plan threshold of
0.08 in/sec PPV or more at historical buildings within 50 feet of the project site and 0.2 in/sec PPV or
more at buildings of conventional constioatlocated within 25 feet of the project siBy. use of
administrative controls, such as notifying neighbors of scheduled construction activities and
scheduling construction activities with the highest potential to produce perceptible vibration during
hours with the least potential to affect nearbgidences anblusinesses, perceptible vibration can be
kept to a minimum. Consistent with the Downtown Strategy 2040 FEIR and in addition to Mitigation
Measure NOI1.1, the following measures shall be impleteeito reduce vibration impacts from
construction activities.
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Standard Permit Conditions:

1 Submit a construction vibration monitoring plan to document conditions prior to, during, and
after construction activitieall plan tasks shall be undertaken under the direction of a
licensed Professional Structural Engineer inSkegeof California and be in accordance with
industry-accepted standard methods. The construction vibration monitoring plan shall
include, but not bémited to, the following measures:

1 A description of measurement methods, equipment used, calibration certificates, and
graphics as required to clearly identify vibratimonitoring locations.

1 Alist of all heavy construction equipment that are known talpce high vibration
levels (e.g., jackhammers, hoe rams, clam shovebkdiaqge bulldozers, caisson
drillings, loaded trucks, and vibratory roleetc.) submitted to the Director of
Pl anning, Building and Code I&thémaecte ment
contractorfor review and approval prior to issuance of demolition or grading permits.
This plan shall be used to define the level of effort required for continuous vibration
monitoring. Demolition, eartimoving, and ground impacting operatsoshall be
phased so that it does not occur during the same time period.

1 Where possible, the use of heavy vibratgemerating construction equipment shall
be prohibited within 20 feet of any adjacent building.

1 All plan tasks shall be undertaken underdirection of a licensed Professional
Structural Engineer in thgtateof California and be in accordance with industry
accepted standard methods. Specifically

1 Vibration limits shall be applied to vibratiesensitive structures located
within 75 feet of ¢ther construction activities identified as sources of high
vibration levels.

1 Performance of a photo survey, elevation survey, and crack monitoring
survey for each structure of normal construction within 30 feet of
construction activities identified as soas of high vibration levels and each
historic structure within 75 feet of construction activities. Surveys shall be
performed prior to any construction activity, in regular intervals during
construction, and after project completion, and shall incluéenat and
external crack monitoring in structures, settlement, and distress, and shall
document the condition of foundations, walls and other structural elements in
the interior and exterior of said structures.

1 Develop a vibration monitoring armbnstruction contingency plan to identify structures
where monitoring would be conducted, set up a vibration monitoring schedule, define
structurespecific vibration limits, and address the need to conduct photo, elevation, and
crack surveys to documentfbee and after construction conditions. Construction
contingencies shall be identified for when vibration levels approached the limits.

1 Ata minimum, vibration monitoring shall be conducted during demolition and excavation
activities.

1 If vibration levels @proach limits, suspend construction and implement contingency
measures to either lower vibration levels or secure the affected structures.
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1 Designate a person responsible for registering and investigating claims of excessive
vibration. The contact informiain of such person shall be clearly posted on the construction
site.

1 Conduct a postonstruction survey on structures where either monitoring has indicated high
vibration levels or complaints of damage has been made. Make appropriate repairs or
compensatio where damage has occurred as a result of construction activities.

In addition to theéStandard Permit Conditions listed abptres following mitigation measusgewould
be implemented to reduce groundborne vibration impacts to historic buildings.

Impact NOI-2: Project construction would generate vibration levels exceeding the General
Plan threshold of 0.08 in/sec PPV or more at historic buildings within 50 feet
of the project site.

Mitigation Measures

MM NOI-2.1: Prior to commencement of any construction activifiesduding any ground
disturbing activitiesa qualified historic architect shall undertake an existing
visual conditions study of the nearby historic resouvaésin 50 feet of the
project site The pupose of the study would be to establish the baseline
conditions of the buildings prior to construction. The documentation shall
take the form of detailed written descriptions and visual illustrations and/or
photos, including those physical characteristicthe resource that conveys
its historic significance. The documentation shalsbbemitted reviewed and
approved byDirector of PlanningBuilding and Code Enforcement or
Directordédst besCghgeothn8an Jos®0b6s Histo
or equivalent

MM NOI-2.2: Prior to commencement of any construction activities, including any ground
disturbing activities, the project applicant shall prepare and implement a
Historical Resources Protection Plan (HRRP) that provides measures and
procedureso protect nearby historic resourd@sthin 50 feet of the project
site) from direct or indirect impacts during construction activities (i.e., due to
damage from operation of construction equipment, staging, and material
storage).

The HRRP shall be ppared by a qualified Historic Architect and reviewed
and approved by the Historic Preservation Offmeequivalenpf the City of
San José Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement prior to
demolition andPublic Works clearance, including agsounddisturbing

work. The project applicant shall ensure tloastructiorcontractor follows

the HRRP while working near these historic resources. At a minimum, the
plan shall include:

1 Guidelines for operation of construction equipment adjacent toriaial
resources;
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1 Requirements for monitoring and documenting compliance with the plan;
and

1 Education/training of construction workers about the significance of the
historical resources around which they would be working.

MM NOI-2.3: The Historic Arch t ect shal l establish a AMoni tc
least one qualified Historic Architect and one structural engineer for the
duration of the site monitoring process. During the demolition and
construction phases, the Monitoring Team shall makegersite visits to
monitor the condition of the property, including monitoring of any
instruments such as crack gauges, if necessary, or reviewing vibration
monitoring requied by other construction monitoring processes required
under t he @cessgdd addifor, thenMonitorpng Team shall
prepare a site visit report documenting all site visits. The Monitoring Team
shall submit the site visit reports an
Preservation Officer on a quarterly ba@gie later than e week after each
reporting periodl The Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
or the Directordos designee and the His
San José Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement may
request any adiibnal number of site visits at their discretion.

If, in the opinion of the Monitoring Team, substah@idverse impacts related

to construction activities are found during construction, a representative of the
Monitoring Team shall inform the proje
designated representative responsible for construction activitieg)jrthator

of Pl anning, Building and CodandEnf or ce
the Historic Preservation Officer of the potential impactsediately The

project applicant shall i mplement the
for corrective measures, imngling halting construction in situations where

construction activities would imminently endanger historic resources. In the

event of damage to a nearby historic resource during construction, the project
applicant shall ensure that repair work is performmecbmpliance with the
Secretary of the Interiorbés Standards
and shall restore the charaetlafining features in a manner that does not

affect the structureds historidestatus
but is not limited to, the following:

1 Summary of the demolition and construction progress;

9 Identification of substantial adverse impacts related to construction
activities;

1 Problems and potential impacts to the historical resources and adjacent
buildings during construction activities;

1 Recommendations to avoid any potential impacts;

1 Actions taken by the project applicant in response to the problem;
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1 Progress and the level of success in meeting the applicable Secretary of
t he |1 nt er i orthé Breatthenaaf HistoricdPeopefties for the
project as noted above for the charackefining features, and in
preserving the charactdefining features of nearby historic properties;
and

1 Inclusion of photographs to explain and illustrate progress.

1 In addition, the Monitoring Team shall submit a final document
associated with monitoring and repairs after completion of the
construction activities to the Director of Planning, Building and Code
Enforcement or the Directseoations desi gn
Officer of the City of San José Department of Planning, Building and
Code Enforcement prior to the issuance of any Certificate of Occupancy
(temporary ofinal).

With implementation of th&tandard Permit Conditions identified above Bfitigation Measures
NOI-2.1 to NO}2.3, groundborne vibration impacts associated with prajeastruction would be
less than significanfSame asApproved Project (Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)]

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or publi
use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noislevel®

The Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport is located approximately 2.3 miles northwest

of the project site. Thsite lies outside the 60 dBA CNEL 2037 noise contour which means that

future exterior noise levels due to aircraft fromridan Y. Mineta San José International Airport

would not exceed 60 dBA CNEL/DNIThe required safe and compatible threshold for exterior noise

levels would be at or below 65 dBA CNEL/DNL for aircrafts (Policy-EC1); therefore, the

proposed projectwoulde compati bl e with the Q@ictafyndise. exteri ol
[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact)]

3.4.2.2 Non-CEQA Effects

PerCalifornia Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management Dis@&Cal.
4th 369(BIA v. BAAQMD) effects of the environment on the project are not considered CEQA
impacts. The following discussion is included for informational purposdy because the City of
San José has policies that address existing noise conditions affecting a proposed project.

City Policy EG1.1 requires new development to be located in areas where noise levels are
appropriate for the proposed uses, considdadgral,stateand City noise standards and guidelines
as a part of new development review.
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Future Exterior Noise Impacts

The future noise environment at the project site would continue to result primarily from traffic along
South Fourth Street and the surrounding roadw@ytsire noise levels in the project vicinity are
estimated to increase lopedBA by 2035% Per GeneraPlan Policy EG1 . 1 ,

t he

in the environs of the Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport anidwhdown. Table
3.4-6 below provides a summary of the exterior noise levels at the eastern, southern, western, and
northern building facades.

Table 3.4-6: Exterior Noise Levels at Building Facades

Facade

Building Floor Levels

1

2

3

46

7-11

12-20

Eastern

68

70

71

71

70

69

Southern

62

64

65

68

68

67

Western

>60

>60

64

67

67

67

Northern

62

62

60

>60

>60

>60

Cityos
exterior noise level is 60 dBA DNL or less for residential and most 1s@issitive land uses except

ac

Three courtyards are proposed ontthied floor, along the northereasternand southern facades, as

well as a roof deck. The courtyards would be shielded by the surrounding buildings and the proposed
building and would be exposed to a DNL of less than 60 dBA. Additionally, due to tladietesf
the roof relative to the surrounding roadways, the roof deck would be acoustically shielded by the

building edge and would be exposed to a DNL of less than 60 dBA.

As a result, the proposed project would be consistent with GeneréP@liapn EG1.1.

Future Interior Noise Impacts

The City of San José requires that interior noise levels be maintained at 45 dBA DNL or less for
residencesAs shown in the table above, the future residences would be exposed to noise levels up to
71 dBA DNL. Interior noise levels would vary depending upon the design of the building (relative
window area to wall area) and the selected construction materials and methods. Standard residential
construction provides approximatel® to15 dBA of exteriofto-interior noise reduction, assuming

the windows are partially open for ventilation. Standard construction with the windows closed
provides approximately 20 to 25 dBA of noise reduction in interior spkoeshe proposed project,
the interior noise levels woulik up to51 dBA DNL (with standard construction and windows
exceeds

closed)

wh i

c h

t he

Cityos

45

dBA DNL i

In accordance with General Plan Policy-EQ, the proposed project will be required, as a Condition
of ProjectApproval, to implement the following measures.

21 lingworth
December

Assessmermn

and

R o Jbdé 204Q GehemakPlan Gomprehénsive dpdateéSEavironmental Noise

2010.
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Condition of Project Approval:

T

Dwelling units along the eastern building fagade facing South Fourth Street and upper floor
residences along the southern and western facades shall require windows andtticor
minimum STC rating of 28 to 32 to meet the interior noise threshold of 45 dBA DNL.

For lower floor residences along the southern and western fagades, the windows and doors
shall have a minimum STC rating of 26 to 28.

Standard construction matdsavith the incorporation of forcedir mechanical ventilation
shall be usedbr the renainder of the residences.

Provide a suitable form of forceadr mechanical ventilation, as determined by the local
building official, for all dwelling units ossite, sowindows can be kept closed at the
occupantos discretion to control interior

A qualified acoustical specialist shadiview the final site plan, building elevations, and floor
plans prior to constructioheacoustical specialist shall recommend building treatments
(e.g.,soundrated windows and doors, sourated wall and window constructions, acoustical
caulking, protected ventilation openings, eto.reduce the interior noise levels to 45 dBA
DNL or lower. The specific determination of what noise insulation treatments are necessary
shall be completed on a wfiy-unit basis during final design of the project. Results of the
analysisshall be submitted to the City along with the building plans prior tesfuance of a
building permit.

n

(0]

With i mplementation of the Conditions of Approv
standards consistent with General Plan PolicylEC

3.4.2.3

Cumulative Impacts

Would the project result in a cumulatively consicerable contribution to a significant
cumulative noiseimpact?

The

Construction Noise

projectds noise and vibration i mpacts ar

project site and surrounding area (within 1,000 feet of the project site). Project construction and
operation may overlap with construction of the SouthrifoStreet MixeeJse project (File No.
H17-004). Adjacent residences and historic structures within the vicinity of these two developments
would be exposed to construction activity from both projects.

The proposed project was determined to have allasssignificant project level construction noise
impact. Neverthelesspasidering the size, construction equipment to be Useaktion,and
construction timeframe of both proje¢t®., assuming construction of both projects would overlap),
the recept® within the immediate vicinitgould be exposed tasignificantcumulativeconstruction
noise impact.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15130, an individual project would result in a significant
cumul ative impact i f tovesll comuaiveimgad is cucidatively i but i on
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considerable. Section 15130 also states that a project neeuatibggte its own contribution ta
cumulativeimpact

To reduce théndividual contributions to theignificantcumulativenoiseimpactfrom construction,
bothprojectswould need to implement the following measétes

1 Eliminate pile drivingand limit the number of drilling dayand

T Comply with the Cityods all owable constructi ol
through Fridayand

1 Requiretheuseof a temporary blank&tor temporary perimeter barrier, whichever feasible,
to shield the noise during all groundwork activity

As proposed, the project would not drive piles, but would use augercast pitgscAst piles are
drilled ard pumped into piles witiinimal noise when compared to pile drivittigis assumed that
the South Fourth Street Mixddse projectvould use impact pile driving for foundation work.
Because the project proposes augercast piles, by design the projecesamitplithe restriction on
pile driving and bullet one would not be applicable to the proposed project.

The project does not propose extended construction hours. Furthermore, the limitation of
construction hours (bullet two) and acoustical shieldingd€bthree) are also already incorporated in
Mitigation Measure NOIL.1. Again, by design and through mitigation requirements, the project
would comply with the aforementioned measuragplémentation of Mitigation Measure NQI1
would reducehep r o j mmribudicen to theeumulative construction noise impdotless than
significant [Less Than Significantimpact (Less Than Significant Cumulative Impact)]

Construction Vibration

As with noise, overlapping project schedules could result in a cumulative vibration impact. With
implementation oMitigation Measures NGR.1 to NOI2.3and the Standard Permit Conditions, the
cumulative vibration impact from the proposed project wouldoeccumulatively considerable and
would be reduced to less than significant. As a result, the proposed project would not a have
cumulatively considerable impact on construction vibrafiSamelmpact as Approved Project
(Less Than Significant Cumulativelmpact)]

24 Janello, Carrie. lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. Personal Communication. March 5, 2021.
25|n some cases, a temporary blanket would not be feasible.
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SECTION 4.0 GROWTH - -INDUCING IMPACTS

Would the project foster or stimulate significant economic or population growth in the
surrounding environment?

The CEQA Guidelines require that an EIR identify the likelihood that a proposed project could
ifoster economic or population growth, or t

he ¢
indirectly, in the surr oud)dThisspctienofth®rafoSEIRsnt 0 ( Se

intended to evaluate the impacts of such growth in the surrounding environment. Examples of
projects likely to have significant growthducing impacts include removing obstacle to population
growth, for example by é&nding or expanding infrastructure beyond what is needed to serve the
project. Other examples of growth inducement include increases in population that may tax existing
community service facilities, requiring construction of new facilities that couldecsigaificant
environmental effects.

The project proposes to demolish three existing resaldildings with a total ol6 residential

units. The projectwould intensify the use of the site lapnstrucing a 23-story tower with up t@40
dwelling unit consistent with the planned developmanalyzedvithin the Downtown Strategy
2040FEIR. As discussed isection 3.19 Utilities and Service Syss®f the Initial Study expansion

of the existing utility infrastructure is not proposed or require@ddition, the site is an infill

location within the Downtown Strategy Plan area and would not require new roads to be constructed
to access the sitéor these reasons, tpeoject wouldnot foster or stimulate substantial economic
growth or population growthor the construction of additional housimgthe surrounding

environment.
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SECTION 5.0  SIGNIFICANT AND IRREVERSIBLE
ENVIRONMENTAL C HANGES

CEQA and the CEQA Guidelinesrequirch at an EI R address fisignifical
changes which would be involved in the proposed

The project site is currently developed with two apartment buildings aimdjlafamily residence
andconstruct &3-storytowerwith up to240dwelling units Future development esite would
involve the use of nerenewable resources both during construction phases and future
operations/use of the site. Construction wouldudelthe use of building materials, including
materials such as petroletimased products and metals that cannot reasonablydoeated.
Construction also involves significant consumption of energy, usually petrdiasad fuels that
deplete supplies of mrenewable resources. Upon completion of new constructicsiten
occupants would use nganewable fuels to heat the buildings

The City of San José encourages the use of building materials that include recycled materials and
makes information availdd on those building materials to developers. The new buildings would be

built to current codes, which require insulation and design to minimize wasteful energy consumption.
The proposegrojectwould be constructeith compliance wittCALGreenrequirementst he Ci t y 6 s
Council Policy632 and t he Cityo6s .Gradddionth8pragjettdouldige Or di nan
constructed consistent with City Council Polic2® and théRegionalWaterQuality Control Board

Municipal Regional Stormwaterationd Pollution DischargeElimination SystemPermitto avoid

impacts to waterways. The projeite is located in the downtown area whiebuld provide future
residentsaccesdo existingtransportatiometworks and other downtown servic&€berefore the

proposed project wuld facilitate a more efficienise of resources over the tifae of the project.

The project would not result in significant and irreversible environmental changes to the praject site

The Mark Residential Project 100 Draft SupplementdtIR
City of San José April 2021



SECTION 6.0  SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE | MPACTS

A significart unavoidable impact is an impact that cannot be mitigated to a less than significant level
if the project is implemented as it is propos¥d.significant unavoidable impacts have been
identified as a result of the project
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SECTION 7.0  ALTERNATIVES

7.1

OVERVIEW

CEQA requires that an EIR identify and evaluate alternatives to a project as it is proposed. Two key
provisions from the CEQA Guidelines pertaigito the discussion of alternatives are included below:

Section 15126.6(a). Consideration and Discussion of Alternatives to the Proposed

Project. An EIR shall describe sangeof reasonable alternatives to thiject or to the

location of the projectyvhich would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project
but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project, and
evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. An EIR need not consider every
conceivale alternative to a project. Rather, it must consider a reasonable range of potentially
feasible alternatives that will foster informed decision making and public participation. An
EIR is not required to consider alternatives which are infeasible. Thadeady is

responsible for selecting a range of project alternatives for examination and must publicly
disclose its reasoning for selecting those alternatives. There is no ironclad rule governing the
nature or scope of the alternatives to be discussedtbdethe rule of reason.

Section 15126.6(b). Purpos&ecause an EIR must identify ways to mitigate or avoid the
significant effects that a project may have on the environment (Public Resources Code
Section 21002.1), the discussion of alternatived &hals on alternatives to the project or its
location which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects of the
project, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the project
objectives, or be ore costly.

Other elements of the Guidelines discuss that alternatives should include enough information to
allow a meaningful evaluation and comparison with the proposed project. The CEQA Guidelines
state that if an alternative would cause one or madé@iadal impacts, compared to the proposed
project, the discussion should identify the additional impact, but in less detail than the significant
effects of the proposed project.

The three critical factors to consider in selecting and evaluating ait@ate: (1) the significant

impacts from the proposed project that could be reduced or avoided by an alternative, (2) consistency

with the projectébés objectives, and (3) the
is discussed belv.

7.2 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

While CEQA does not require that alternatives be capable of meeting all of the project objectives,

their ability to meet most of the objectives is considered relevant to their consideration. The
objectives of the proposeqmioject are to:

1. Providea project that meetbe strategies and goals of the Envisgam Jos2040 General
Plan and Downtown Strate@p40Planof locating high density development on infill sites
along transit corridors to foster transit use and theieffcy of urban services and,

strengthen downtown as a regional job, entertainment, and cultural destination and as the
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symbolic heart oSan JoséSpecifically, providehigh density, higfrise housing in the
downtownarea in excess of 300 units per atra isaccessible to downtown jobs, retail and
entertainment and various modes of public transit

2. Support the growth strategies by increasing the housing base in the downtown in order to
reduce the overall amount of vehicle miles traveleglaging housing in proximity to jobs.

3. Advance the principal dofv-demsBythausingvittGsurtaeet ho by
parkingwith a new towethat will provide housing units in the Focused Growth area of
downtown.

4. Create a high quality, well desigd, highdensity, highrise residential development project
in the downtown focus area to further ®&n Jos2040 General Plan goal of creating a
central identity foilSan Jos@s well as adding a sense of permanency and stature to the
downtown skyline.

5. Construct a higldensitydevelopment that is marketable and produces a reasonable return on
investment for the Project Sponsor and its investors and is able to attract investment capital
and construction financing.

6. Provide bicycle parking for residentstielp support the goals of the Envis®an Jos€040
General Plan in promotingan Jos@s a great bicycling community.

7.3 SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS FROM THE PROJECT

The CEQA Guidelines advise that the alternatives analysis in an EIR should be limited toiaterna
that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project and would
achieve most of the project objectives. Impacts that would be significant include:

1 Air Quality: Construction activities associated with the proposepepravould expose off
site receptors to cancer risk and BMmissions in excess of BAAQMD thresholfi8ame
Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated)]

1 Cumulative Air Quality: Construction activities associdteith the proposed project would
expose offsite receptors to cancer risk and Bdmissions in excess of BAAQMD
thresholds[Same Impact as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact with
Mitigation Incorporated)]

1 Hazards and Hazardous Materials:A portion of the site may have been occugiga
brewery cellar processing area and kiln and a potential oil heating tank may have been
present at the adjacent property near the 475 South Fourth Street boQuaatyuction
activities associated with thegposed project could potentially expose construction workers
and/or nearby residents to soil, soil vapor, and groundwater contamij&aome Impact as
Approved Project (Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated)]

1 Noise:Existing noisesensitive land uses would be exposed to construction noise levels in
excess of the Cityés thresHSamampicoas a peri od
Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impac)]
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1 Noise Project construction would generate vibration levels exceeding the General Plan
threshold of 0.08 in/sec PPV or more at historic buildings within 50 feet of the project site.
[Same as Approved Project (Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorpor ated)]

1 Cumulative Noise:Considering the size, construction equipment to be used, location, and
construction timeframe of both the proposed project and the South Fourth StreetUdexed
project (i.e., assuming construction of both projects would ovetlapyeceptors within the
immediate vicinity could be exposed to a significant cumulative construction noise impact.
[Less Than Significant Impact (Less Than Significant Cumulative Impact)]

1 Cumulative Noise:Overlapping project schedules with the adja&uoith Fourth Street
Mixed-Use development could result in a cumulative vibration imp&eaine Impact as
Approved Project (Less Than Significant Cumulative Impact)]

7.4 ALTERNATIVES

The City considered the following alternatives to the proposed project:

1 Locdion Alternative
1 No Projecti No DevelopmenAlternative
1 Reduced Development Alternative

7.4.1 Project Alternatives

7.4.1.1 Considered & Rejected
Location Alternative

In considering an alternative location in an EIR, the CEQA Guidelines advise that thpedstipn is

i wh et h e re signifigant effectstoftthe project would be avoided or substantially lessened by
putting the pr o] ¥Theproject prepasesttchcenstradt3esstory residentiad .
tower with up ta240dwelling units on ampproximately0.45acre site in the downtown area.

It is reasonable to assume that thereotinersites available within the downtown area that could be
redeveloped to support the proposed residential development. As there are historic buildings
throughaut the downtown, it is unlikely that a new location woalsbidimpacts to historic

buildings. All constructiofrelated impacts would remain the same if sensitive receptors were located
within 1,000 feet of the sit@his alternative was not consideredtfar because dghe lack of

available land to support the proposed project within the downtowrirereaould avoid the
construction impacts

7.4.1.2 No-Projecti No Development Alternative

The CEQA Guidelines [815126(d)4] require that an EIR specifically discua A No Pr oj ect o
alternative, which shal/l address both fAthe exis
expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the project is not approved, based on current plans and
consistent with available infrasttuww r € and community services. o0

26 CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(f)(2)(A)
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The No Project No Development Alternative would retain the existagartment buildings and
singlefamily residences is. If the project site were to remain as ig,ghleould be nsignificant

impacts This alternativevould not meet any of the project objectivesaddition, he City would

lose the opportunity to redevelop an underutilized site downtown to meet the strategies and goals of
the Envision San José 2040 General Plan and Downtown Strateghy@@ting highdensity
development on a downtown site.

The project sitdnas a zoning designation 6z whichis intended to serve the needs of the general
population. This district allows for a full range of retail and commercial uses with a local or regional
market. Bevelopment is expected to be aatcommodating and includes larger commercial centers
as well as regional mallt is possible that in the future an alternative developmpeogosal such as
another residential buildingr a mixeduse buildingmay be pesented for the project site. Any future
developmenproposals for the site would require review and approval by the City of San José.

7.4.1.3 Reduced Development Alternative

The proposed project would not comply with the lot patterns and massing element8QGfi4he

Historic GuidelinesAdditionally, the project would not comply with height transition, width

transition, rear transition @tandard!.2.2 and massing (d), faca@p of Standardt.2.4 of the 2019
DowntownDesign Guidelineand Standardg he project would impact thategrity of the historic

setting and sersuburban feeling of the surrounding historic resources. The Reduced Development
Alternative would reduce #&hheight of the building from 23 stories to six stories (refer to Figure 7.4
1). Under this alternative, one level of belgrade and two levels of abogeadeparkingare

proposed. The remaining floors (floors three to six) would consist of 44 dwellitsy ameduction of

196 units when compared to the proposed project. With this reduction in lieightasonable that

the projectvould be constructed in a shorter timeframe. In regard to impacts to historic resources,
the reduced height would complyttvmore elements of tHg004Historic Guidelines and 2019
Downtown Design Guidelineand Standard$n addition, consistent with the proposed project, the
Reduced Development Alternative would not impact the integrity of the adjacent historic resources.
All other impacts would be the same as the proposed project with all identified mitigation measures
and Standard Permit Conditions.

This alternative would not meet project objectives 1, 3, 4, and 5.
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7.4.2 Comparison of Environmental Impacts for Alternatives to the Project

A comparison of alternatives based upon whether they avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effects is shown in the table below.

Table 7.4-1: Alternatives Comparison Table

Significant Project . No Project Reduced Development
Proposed Project . :
Impacts Alternative Alternative
Construction activities
associated with the
proposed project woulg
expose offsite LTSM NI LTSM

receptors t@ancer risk
and PM: emissions in
excess of BAAQMD
thresholds.

A portion of the site
may have been
occupied by a brewery
cellar processing area
and kiln and a potentia
oil heating tank may
have been present at t
adjacent property near
the475 South Fourth
Street boundary. LTSM NI LTSM
Construction activities
associated with the
proposed project could
potentially expose
construction workers
and/or nearby resident
to soil, soil vapor, and
groundwater
contamination.
Existingnoisesensitive
land uses would be
exposed to constructio
noise levels in excess LTSM NI LTSM
of the Cit
for a period of more
than one year.

Project construction
would generate
vibration levels
exceeding the General
Plan threshold of 0.08 LTSM NI LTSM
in/sec PPV or more at
historic buildings
within 50 feet of the
project site.
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Table 7.4-1: Alternatives Comparison Table

Significant Project
Impacts

Proposed Project

No Project
Alternative

Reduced Development
Alternative

Considering the size,
construction
equipment to be used
location, and
construction
timeframe of both the
proposed project and
the South Fourth
Street MixedUse
projed (i.e., assuming
construction of both
projects would
overlap), the receptors
within the immediate
vicinity could be
exposed to a
significant cumulative
construction noise
impact.

LTSM

NI

LTSM

Overlapping project
schedules with the
adjacent SoutFourth
Street MixedUse
development could
result in a cumulative

vibration impact.

LTSM

NI

LTSM

NI'T No Impact

LTST Less Than Significant Impact
LTSM 1 Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation
SUT Significant Unavoidable

Bolded textindicates impais that are lesser than the impacts of the proposed project.

7.4.3

Environmentally Superior Alternative

The CEQA Guidelines state that an EIR shall identify an environmentally superior alternative. If the
superior alternative 1 s

envi

ronmentally

environmentally superior alternative among the otlterraatives (Section 15126.6(e)(2)).

Based on the above discussitime environmentally superior alternative is the No Project Alternative

T No Development Alterative which would not meet any of tpeoject objectivesBeyond the No
Projecti No DevelopnentAlternative, theReduced Development Alternative would be the
environmentally superior alternatiees it would reduce construction impacts

t he

The Mark Residential Project
City of San José

108

Draft SupplementdtIR
April 2021

i No



SECTION 8.0 REFERENCES

The analysis in thiSEIRIis based on the professional judgement and expertise of the environmental
specialists preparing this document, based upon review of the site, surrounding conditions, site plans,
and the following references:

Archives and Architecture, LLGI" Street Meato Station Historic Resource EvaluatioRebruary 15,
2019

Association of Environmental Profession@819 CEQA Statue and Guidelin@919.

BAAQMD. Final 2017 Clean Air PlanApril 19, 2017. Accessed April 9, 2020.
http://www.baagmd.gov/plamsndclimate/airquality-plans/currenplans

Bay Area Air Quality Management District. AAnnu
August 3, 2020http://www.baagmd.gov/abowiir-quality/airquality-summaries

Bay Area Air Quality Management Distric€alifornia Environmental Quality Act Air Quality
Guidelines May 2017.

Cal EPA. fie€or Dasea IResources. 0 Accessed June 11,
https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist

California Air Resources Board. AfOver vi ew: Di es
https://www.arb.ca.gov/research/diesel/didsedlth.htm

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)(3) and California Office of Historic Preservation Technical
Assistance Series #6. Accessed/ 29, 2020.
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1069/files/technical%Z20assistance%20bulletin%206%202011

%20update.pdf

City of San José. Envision San José 2040 General Plan. November 2011.

City of San José. Integrated Final Environmental Impact Report Downtown Strategy 2040.
December 2018.

City of San José. San José Downtown Strategy 2040 Integrated Final EIR. December 2018.

Hexagon Transportation Consultants, e Mark Development tal Transportation Analysis
February 8, 2021

Hexagon Transportation Consultants, lbhe Mark Residential Tower Transportation Demand
Management PlarOctober 28, 2020.

Holman & AssociateSCEQA Archaeological Literature Search for The Mark Residembaver
DevelopmentJuly 1, 2020.

I'llingworth and Rodkin, l nc. AEnvision San Jos®
Environment al Noi se Assessment. o December 20
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lllingworth and Rodkin, IncThe Mark Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emission ABsaHs
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lllingworth and Rodkin, IncThe Mark Residential Tower Noise and Vibration Assess@®etbber
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Partner Engineering and Science, IRbase | Environmental Site Assessment Repodust 5,
2019.

TreanorHL.459-475 S 4 Street Historic Resource Assessment & Design Guidelines and Standards
Compliance Reviewrebruary 11, 2021
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